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red The important report of the committee or mantu- by them—and have therefore ‘“‘a sort” of an excuse for 
astical  # factures in relation to the public lands! is given in the persisting—but we cannot find any palliation for the 
thin I resent sheet, and the appendix shall be so arranged as} proceedings of those, who, having no personal paft ir 
off ty directly to follow it, when the volume is boun.!. To ac-| such excitements, openly justify the conduct of Mr. 


complish this, and keep pace with the run of events, an 
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ain extra half sheet, as supplementary to the present number, 
Nother | a will issue with the next. 
Of the | The absence of the editor from his desk the greater 
done, part of the week, has prevented his-usual attention to bu- 
th, al. siness in several respects, 
‘ri a 
hig 9G-A friend in the interior of New York, on forward- 
iment, ing his annual subscription, asks—‘*Whether it is custo- 
Of the “mary for our subscribers to furnish postmasters with the 
AN say ‘suse of the ReaisrreR, with liberty to wear the numbers 
agitat. “half out, before their delivery as addressed?”’ 
ought We have heard of such things more than once. If gen- 
Jatho. tlemen will place us in a condition to sustain the facts 
stated by them, we shall make such appeals to the post- 
lish. master-general, or the /aw, as may best ‘‘reform this 
natin f — matter. ‘The postmasters have no right even to open the 
rv set F | RecisTER, except to ascertain whether charges for post- 
moi f age have been properly made, when suspecting illegal 
t pol. ‘enclosures—which will not be easily found in papers 
thers, transmitted from this office! 
nd a3 —_—— 
ch, iif © Case or Samurt Hovsron. We have inserted as 
Sphe- — 7 much of the journal of the proceedings in this case as we 
could make room for—and shall complete it next week, 
if concluded and reported in time, because of the record; 
ts and for the facts inquired into, and which have consumed so 
much time, are very uninteresting, in themselves—except 
so far as they immediately relate to the assault on Mr. Stan- 
offec. berry; and every body has become fatigued with the sub- 
831. ject. Itis probable that the proceedings will be closed 
48475 this day, and the house resume its usual course of busi- 
624 ness next week. 
msi it We cannot see any propriety in the course whicli this 
4270 affair has taken. The simple fact of the assault and bat- 
pp tery of a member of the house, for words spoken in de- 
1686 bate—was all, in our opinion, that required an investiga- 
3384 tion; and we cannot suppose that any thing, except in the 
ons submissions of the party accused, should be offered in ex- 
5508 tenuation; for if the house ever abandons its natural 
~ power to preserve its own independence—‘f it yields to 
1889 ) private persons a right to decide upon the character of 
60% b their own real or supposed grievances, by assaulting and 
___ | ~ punishing members who shall offend them—the freedom of 
3193 debate will rest exclusively upon the strong arms athe s0- 
: _ lute hearts of the speakers, to support, by night or by day, 
3131. and in every or any manner, their legislative wget : a, 
78il indeed, the whole concerns of the people become - — 
6510 to the DOMINION oF FoRCE. The committee of ¢ aN 
0037 would be specially called upon to case themselves —— _ 
6727 for they very often pronounce cases referred to them to 
6150 Bs be “fraudulent.” , ¥, 
316) | | , With the charge of Mr. Stanberry against Mr. Eaton, 
103) B late Secretary of war, as connected with the assault _— 
ggg) § | him by Mr. Houston, the house had nothing to of anit 
5540 | has refused to investigate, though much time has been 
3485 §  ©Xpended by incidental references to it. It will, most 
3305 § Probably, however, be now given info the charge of a spe~ 
i591 F lal committee. “ae 
B466 Fe As before observed, we shall give a full recor “ this 
per fF  Case—the first of its kind that ever ha ypened, and, we 
i hope, the last that will ever take place. Sut we regret to 
9535 F add, that some things have transpired which give it a 
5950 F character that no one could have anticipated— save in a 
2708 total prostration of the rights of the representatives of the 
L126 people. 
Individuals, in a high state of excitement, oftentimes do 
452 i things which they sincerely regret, when reason is suf- 
958 | fered to resume her place in their minds, though some 


want moral courage to acknowledge a wrong committed 
Vor. XLII—Sie. tt. 








Houston, and encourage the use of the cudgel, and 
even in the night, to correct the debates of congress! 
for to this extent such encouragement proceeds; and no mart 
can feel himself safe in performing his duty, as @ repre+ 
sentative of the people, unless conscious of an ability to 
defend his person, or reckless of consequences that may 
ensue. Without any manner of reference to the merits 
of this particular case,—it has thousands of times hap- 
ened that members of congress have been compelled 
to pronounce upon the honesty of transactions submit- 
ted to their judgment; and the most contemptible of alf 
who ever presented false claims to congress, has the same 
right to punish a proceeding against him as the warmest 
friends of ‘‘governor” Houston dare urge on his behalf. 
Members of congress have no “privilege” to impeack 
private character with impunity—for any man may send 
in his petition or remonstrance, and be redressed, even ta 
the expulsion of an offending member, if his fellows think 
that he deserves it—but it is indispensable to the public 
safety that such judgment and punishment, in all such 
cases, should rest in congress. Without it, there cannot 
be a government of laws. 
Seedieataenl 

THE APPORTIONMENT BILL. Mr. Webster’s amend« 
ment to the bill of the house of representatives, (by which 
the fractions, in the several states, being more than one 
haif the federal number adopted as the general ratio of 
representation, are to entitle such states to one member), 
has passed the senate, as will appear in the journal of pro- 
ceedings. We think better fitted to render justice to alf 
parties, and especially to the people of the small states, 
than the mode proposed by the house, and its virtual ef 
fect will be to represent ail the people in the congress of 
the United States. We have Mr. W’s valuable report 
on this subject, and shall record it at some convenient 
opportunity. 

Four senators were absent on the vote—had all beer 
present, the same majority would have appeared; twe 
being in favor of, and two Opposed to the amendment. 





AWFUL CaLamity. The steam boat Brandywine took 
fire at about 8 o’clock in the evening of the 9th inst. off 
Memphis, on her passage up the Mississippi, and, of 
about two hundred persons on board, all but seventy-five 
perished by the fiames or were drowned by casting them- 
selves into the river—so rapid was the progress of the de= 
vouring element! We may soon expect a full account 
of the particulars of this terrible event,—which, like 
many others, appears to have been the result of racing; 
a quantity of rosin having been thrown into’ the fire to 
hasten the generation of steam—which caused the sparks 
to fly very thick, and set fire to some straw that was plac- 
ed near the chimneys, &c. 

THE SOUTHERN REPUBLICS, as the military despotistns 
south of us are yet called, are as miserable—as the people 
deserve to be, for giving up their judgments and persons 
to the service of their erals. Blood has flowed freel 


in’ Mexico—Central America has ¢wo military presi 
dents—so has Colombia—and so, we believe, have the 
‘<United Provinces” of the La Plata. Peace and the laws 


are not to be found in either of these republics. The 


sword, the bludgeon, or the hurrah, governs in all. 

Tne rart roan. The first train of cars from th= 
«Point of Rocks” arrived in Baltimore on the 20th inst, 
laden with between 300 and 400 barrels of flour. Trains 
of cars will daily ply hereafter between that Point and 
this city, and lines of passenger-cars and coaches will 
soon be arranged, to communicate with Leesburg, Has- 
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pa, Fe and Winchester, &ce. in Virginia. The 
armers and others resident in some of the richest coun- 
ties of that state, will soon have a free choice of markets. 

Tue wesrern waters. The St. Louis Times of the 
$ist ult. advertises four steam boats for New Orleans; o7e 
for Pittsburg; eight for Louisville and Cincinnati; three 
for places on the Missouri river; one Prairie du Chien; 
one Quincy, Illinois; two Galena; and three for Naples, 
Beardstown, Pekin and Fort Clark, Illinois river—in 
all 23! -_— 

Mr. Van Buren had his audience of leave on the 22nd 
March, and was to dine with the king at Windsor on the 
24th. The latter fact is mentioned to relieve the fears 
of every one, that England will make war upon the Unit- 
ed States, because that Mr. Van Buren’s appointment 
was not ratified by the senate, as some, we are told, have 
expressed a fear might happen! 


Mr. Brackenrines, late judge of the U. States’ dis- 
trict court in Florida, but recently ‘‘reformed” out of 
office, has appealed to the public, in a long article pub- 
lished in the ‘“*U. S. Telegraph,” which we shall preserve 
as one of the political curiosities of the day. He charges 
the president with ‘faithless and dishonorable” conduct 
towards him—and would shew, that, when the positive 
assurance was given that he should be re-appointed, a 
successor had been determined on. Such is the judge’s 
statement. Mr. Brackenridge says that he had been re- 
appointed by Mr. Adams, though he had just before 
made a publication which operated in favor of general 
Jackson’s election—and publishes several letters to shew 
the opinion which the general entertained of his character 
and services, and peeluading also much personal attach- 
ment to him, &ce. 

Many of the judge’s friends (and he had many in Bal- 

timore), regretted that he descended from the bench to 
take a part in the presidential mele—but still believing 
that he is an upright man, also regret that he has been 
dismissed from his place. 
Mr. Foot, in the senate, on the 
19th April, alluded to the case of Wharton Rector, who, 
he mh had been nominated Indian agent and rejected— 
re-nominated and re-rejected, and then employed as an 
agent among the Indians, in which capacity he retains in 
his hands an unexpended balance of $2,000. 

This case was mentioned as shewing the important and 
and rightful power of the senate, by withholding appro- 
priations, to arrest such proceedings. 


WuaartTron Recror. 


ng 

Ruope Istann. At the late election held in this state, 
Mr. Arnold, (national republican), received 2,508 votes 
for governor, Mr. Fenner, (Jackson), 2,050, and Mr. 
Sprague, (anti-masonic), 578. No choice. This result 
is attributed to the false confidence in the first named 
party, and the smallness of their vote at the polls. The 
1ouse of representatives has a very Jarge majority of na- 
tional republican members. 





_ New York. The anti caucussites have obtained a ma- 
jority in the common council of this city. 


en) 

New Orveans. Mr. Denis Prieur, a friend of Mr. 
Clay, has been elected mayor of this city by a majority 
exceeding 800 votes, over major Piere, a friend of gene- 
ral Jackson. 

———s~ 

Vireria. The old capitol of Virginia, at Williame- 
burg, was destroyed by fire on the 11th inst. It happened 
during the session of the court, and when a jury had just 
retired to their room for deliberation. The progress of 
the flames was so rapid, that even the records were saved 
with difficulty. A colored man appears to have made the 
most hazardous exertions to save the building. 





Tae Fatktanp Istanps. Capt.-Duncan, in the United 
States ship Lexington, visited these islands about the 28th 
December, landed a part of his foree, and broke up or 
destroyed the whole settlement of gov. Vernet; and car- 
ried off certain property claimed by capt. Davison, as 
having belonged to the cargo of the American vessel 


4 
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account of those proceedings from the Buenos Ayrean 
papers, and shall insert it. Capt. D. landed mis prisoners 
at Montevideo and proceeded to Rio Janerio. This affair 
had caused much excitement at Buenos Ayres. 





Quarantine. The major general of the army has jg. 
sued the following order, for the purpose of giving due 
effect to the quarantine regulations of ports on the Atlan. 
tic coast:— 
Head quarters of the army, 
Adj. gen’s office, Washington, April 9th, 1832. 
Commanding officers of forts and stations upon the sea 
coast, are, in pursuance of the act of congress, approved 
February 22d, 1799, respecting quarantines and health 
laws, authorised and required faithfully to aid in the ex. 
ecution of any quarantines or other restraints which ma 
be established by the health laws of any of the states, re. 
specting any vessel arriving in, or bound to any port or 
district thereof, whether from a foreign port or place, or 
from a district within the United States: And such com- 
manding officers are hereby required to act in conformity 
with such health laws and regulations as are or may be es- 
tablished by the laws of the states, within their respective 
precinets and commands. 
By order of maj. gen. Macomb: 
R. Jones, adjt. ven, 

Britisu poor rates. From the London Courier ¢ 

March 6. Wt appears from a parliamentary return, that 
the amount expended for the relief of the poor in Eng. 
land and Wales, during the last year, was £6,798, 888 
18s. The total amount of poor rate raised was £8,279,217 
14s.; but the difference was appropriated for other pur- 
oses. This is an enormous amount, and yet it proved 
insufficient; and, taken into consideration with the extent 
of the emigration to other countries, it affords a melan- 
choly picture of the state of Great Britain. The returns 
for 1832 will probably be of a still more melancholy de- 
scription, for all the causes of depression which existed in 
1831 are still in force, and, added to those, we have the 
starnation of trade produced y the regulations connect- 
ed with the appearance of the Indian cholera. 

§-The total sum of the poor rate raised was equal, and 
for England and Wales, only, to about forty mallions of 
dollars. The appropriations for other purposes than the 
support of the poor, were, probably, in part, for shipping 
off cargoes of paupers. 

ForrigN News. From London papers to the 20th 
March. The cholera appeared to be extending—73 new 
cases and 41 deaths were reported at London for the 19th, 
and 156 at several places named, on a certain day previ- 
ous. Whole number of cases up to the 20th, 6,878— 
deaths 2,025. 

The British revenue will shew a deficit of £700,000 as 
compared with that of last year. | 

There had been some disturbances at Grenoble and in 
the south of France, but they do not appear to have amount- 
ed to much. 

The French consul has been mobbed at Rotterdam— 
indeed, an attempt was made to drown him. The people 
seem much excited against the French. The Dutch go- 
vernment is not implicated in this affair. 

Later news. An arrival at New York brings Liverpool 
dates to the 28th ultimo. 

The reform bill passed the house of commons upon its 
third reading on the 22d March, by 116 majority. On 
the 26th it was carried to the house of lords by lord John 
Russell, presented, and on motion of earl Grey, read the 
first time, and ordered to be printed. 

The cholera was on the increase in London—total num- 
ber of cases in London 1,365, deaths 742. Total number 
of cases in England 6,891, deaths 2,213. The disease 
had made its appearance in Dublin and Belfast, Ireland. 

Dr. Samuel G. Howe, an American, who had been 
despatched by the relief association at Paris to aid the 
Polish fugitives, had been arrested in Berlin and com- 
mitted to prison. The treaty between Holland and Bel- 
gium wasin a fair way of s eedy adjustment. The French 
troops had occupied the eify of Ancona, in the papal do- 
minions, under the plea of protecting the civil authorities. 
This act had greatly incensed the pope, who had made 4 





Harriet, which was there for ‘‘adjudication.”» We have an 


formal protest against the measure. 
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 “eus—never heard of any such, and have not the slightest 
- reason to believe that any thing of the kind ever took 
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migration from England to America is of unpre- 
PP bee po ne All the vessels, fitted for the convey- 


of the law. 


“THE aBOMINABLE.” Under this head we inserted in 
the ReersTer of the 14th, an article from the ‘York 
Republican,” charging the member of congress from that 
district, (Adam King), with having spread a report that 
judges | arshall, Thompson and Story, and Messrs. Clay, 
Webster, —— and Everett, had held a caucus, at 
which it was determined that the Cherokee case should 
be decided ‘‘solely upon ao grounds!” 

The “‘Republican” of the 17th gives the following ex- 
tract of a letter. It may be well, perhaps, to put down a 
charge so gross: but the thing was so monstrous and 
base, that we can hardly imagine any one was “entire” 
enough to believe it. The maker of it had no more faith 
in it, than the writer of the ‘‘East room letter,” as to the 
facts stated by him. 

Washington, April 10th 1832. 

We can only say, that so far as we, or either of. us, is 
concerned or has any knowledge, this whole statement, by 
whomsoever it may have been published, or authorised, is 
false and calumnious. We never attended any such caz- 


place. Yours respectfully, 
H. Cray, 
Daniet WEBSTER, 
Enw. Evererr. 
Thomas C. Hambly, esq. York, Pa. 





A neview of the decision of the supreme court has 
appeared in the ‘‘Globe.” It isa long and elaborate arti- 
= and seemingly intended as an appeal from that deci- 
sion. It is attributed to the pen of Mr. Cass, the secre- 
tary of war. It is unpleasant to believe that it proceeds 
from the chief of one of the great departments of the 
government. We presume it is the frst time that such 
athing has happened, and hope that it may be the last.— 
Whatever may be the rights of this matter, there is an 
unfitness in the proceeding that will bring many to re- 
flection, on ‘‘things as they are.” 





NAVAL INTELLIGENCE.—It appears that there are now 
inthe navy, 40 captains, 37 master commandants, 260 
lieutenants, 44 surgeons, 37 assistant do, 45 pursers, 9 
chaplains, 73 passed midshipmen, and 376 midshipmen. 
Vessels in commission, 2 frigates, 11 sloops of war, and 
2schooners. ‘Total vesselsin the navy,—7 ships of the 
line and 5 nearly finished, 10 frigates and 7 nearly finish- 
ed, 15 sloops of war, and 8 schooners. Besides these, the 
timber has been procured, or is procuring, for 5 ships of 
the line, 5 frigates, and 5 sloops of war. 


- ee BD Ot 
TWENTY SECOND CONGRESS—tist SESSION. 
SENATE. 


April 20. Several documentary papers were received. 

A resolution offered by Mr. Buckner relative to the 
public lands, was taken up, amended and adopted. 

Mr. Forsyth submitted a resolution calling on the se- 
cretary of the treasury to communicate the causes of the 
increase of the expenses of the judicial department.— 
Agreed to next day. 

r. Ewing presented a memorial from sundry citizens 
of Ohio, on the subject of the purchase of the Ohio canal. 

On motion of Mr. Smith the senate then proceeded to 
take up the unfinished business, being the general appro- 
priation bill. 

This question being on the motion to concur with the 
committee of the whole in their amendment, striking out 
the outfit of a minister to France. 

he question led to an interesting discussion, in which 
essrs. Smith and Forsyth defended the appropriation, 
and Messrs. Chambers, Clayton, Hayne, Tazewell and 
Webster, opposed it. 
_ The senate, after Mr. Miller had obtained the floor, ad- 
Journed., 

April 23. A message was received from the president 
of the United States, enclosing a communieation from the 
secretary of state, suggesting the propriety of passing a 








foreign nation. Also a message relative to the amount of 
public lands unsold. 

The bill to exempt Portuguese vessels from the duties 
on tonnage, was read a third time and passed. 

The senate then proceeded to take up the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the government for the 
year 1832. 

The question being, on concurring with the committee 
of the whole in their amendment, striking out the appro- 
priation of an outfit to France. 

Mr. .Viller then addressed the senate in support of the 
motion of concurrence, and was followed by Mr. Clayton, 
Mr. Webster, Mr. Clay, Mr. Sprague, Mr. Holmes and 
Mr. Foot, on the same side; and by Messrs. Tyler, Smith, 
Bibb, King, Forsyth, on the other. 

The question was then put on the motion to concur, 
and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 
AYES—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, 


Knight, Miller, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, ‘Tazewell, ‘Tomlinson, Wag- 


gaman, Webster—23. 

NOES—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marey, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Troup, 
Tyler, White, Wilkins—21. 

Mr. Poindexter then moved to amend the bill, by add- 
ing a provision to enable the president of the United 
States to send a charge to Venezuela, $4,500. 

After a very few words from Mr. Mangum, and Mr. 
Hayne, Mr. Forsyth called for the ayes and noes, which 
were ordered, 

The question was then taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive as follows: 

AYES—Messrs. Benton, Chambers, Clayton, Dallas, 
Holmes, Mangum, Poindexter, Seymour, Silsbee, Wag- 
gaman— LO. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Clay, Dickerson, Dudv 
ley, Ellis, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hendricks, Hill, Johnston, Kane, King, Marey, Miller, 
Moore, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Smith, Sprague, 
Tazewell, ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster, White, 
Wilkins—31. 

Mr. Poindexter then renewed the motion he made 
in committee, to strike out **Colombia,” and to reduce 
the appropriation for that mission, and asked for the yeas 
and nays on the question, which were ordered. 

The question was then put, and decided in the negative,, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Foot, 
Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, Miller, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Sprague, 
‘Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Dallas, Dickerson, Dud- 
ley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marey, Moore, Robbins, Smith, Tazewell, 
Tipton, Tyler, White, Wilkins—22, 

Mr. £llis moved an amendment, but before any ques- 
tion was taken on it, the senate adjourned. 

April 24. Mr. White reported the bill providing for 
the vaccination of the Indians with an amendment, which 
was read, agreed to, and the bill passed. 

Mr. Forsyth then moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the senate had refused to raise the appropriation 
for the contingencies of the judicial departraent from 
190,000 to 250,000; which being agreed to— 

Mr. Forsyth moved to amend the bill by striking out 
$190,000 and inserting $250,000. 

Messrs. Tyler, Foot, Smith, Marcy, Forsyth, John- 
ston and Clayton took part in a debate that followed. 

Mr. Clayton called for the ayes and noes, and the 
amendment was rejected by the ae 

AYES—Messrs. Benton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley,, 
Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, 
Marcy, Robinson, Smith, Tipton, White,—16. 

NOES—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, 
Clayton, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Hill, Holmes, 
Johnston, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewcll, Tom- 
linson, Troup, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster—26. 

On motion of Mr. Ellis, the bill was further amended 





law to punish the counterfeiting of the current coin of any 


by inserting a re-appropriation of $15,000 for removing 
a sand bar m the Mississippi. 
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Mr. Miller moved to amend the bill by striking out the 
clause appropriating $5,000 for a statue of George Wash- 
ington, which motion prevailed almost unanimously, be- 
eause, as the senate thought, of a want of proper form in 
the proceeding. 

Mr. Foot moved the senate to take up the bill for the 
relief of the officers and soldiers of the revolution, which 
motion not prevailing, 

My. Poindexter gave notice that he should, to-morrow, 
introduce a joint resolution to authorise the president to 
contract for a full length pedestrian statue of George 
Washington. 

On motion of Mr. Webdster, the senate again took up 
the apportionment bill: Mr. W. having obtained the floor, 
on motion of Mr. Dadllis, the senate adjourned, 

April 25. After disposing of several bills of a private 
character, the general appropriation bill was taken up, 
read the third time.,as amended and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Webster, the senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the apportionment bill, Mr. W. ex- 
plained the amendment reported by the select committee, 
and then moved that the bill from the house be stricken out, 
with a view of inserting the bill reported by the commit- 
tee, leaving the question as to members to be decided af- 
terwards. ‘lhe senate was then addressed by Messrs. 
Dallas, Clayton, Dickerson and Hill; when the question 
was taken on the amendment of the committee and decid- 
ed as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clayton, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Hayne, Holmes, John- 
ston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Prentiss, Robbins, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Waggaman, Webster 
—22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Clay, Dallas, Dudley, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marey, Robinson, Tazewell, ‘Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins—22. 

The numbers being equal, the vice president stated 
that, after having paid the utmost attention to the debate, 
he had come to the conclusion that the bill, as it came 
from the house, was uneonstitutional, and he should 
therefore feel constrained, under a sense of the deep re- 
sponsibility of his situation, to give his vote in favor of 
the amendment. ‘The amendment was therefore decided 
in the affirmative by the casting vote of the chair. 

The question was then taken on filling the blank for 
the number of representatives with 256, and decided in 
the negative—ayes 19, noes 22. The question was then 
taken on filling the blank with 251, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 27, noes 14. Mr. Wedster then moved 
to fill the other blanks, as follows: 

Maine, 8; New Hampshire, 6; Massachusetts, 13; 
Rhode Island, 2; Connecticut, 6; Vermont, 6; N. York, 
40; New Jersey, 7; Pennsylvania, 28; Delaware, 2; Ma- 
ryland, 9; Virginia, 21; North Carolina, 13; South Ca- 
rolina, 10; Georgia, 9; Kentucky, 13; Tennessee, 13; 
Ohio, 20; Louisiana, 4; Indiana, 7; Alabama, 6; Mis- 
souri, 3; Mississippi, 2; Illinois, 3. 

The motion was agreed to. The bill was then report- 
ed to the senate, and ordered to be read a third time by 
a vote of 23 to 20. 

Mr. Poindexter introduced a joint resolution authoris- 
ing the president to have executed a full length statue of 
gen. Washington. 

April 26. Mr. Benton presented the memorial of cer- 
tain citizens of Pittsburg against the rechartering of the 
U. S. bank. 

The resolution offered by Mr. Dickerson, relative to 
frauds on sugar, in its introduction in the shape of syrup, 
was agreed to. 

Mr. Dallas presented a memorial on the subject of the 
Sudians., : 

_ The apportionment bill was taken up for its third read- 
ing and passed by a vote of 20 to 18. 

On motion of Mr. Marcy, the senate went into the con- 
sideration of executive business, spent some time therein 
and then adjourned. 


-_-_ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
_ Friday, va new 20. Mr. Milligan presented a memo- 
rial of the inhabitants of the city of Wilmington, and its 
vieinity, in the state of Delaware, praying appropria- 




















tions to be made for constructing a wharf; erecting a eus. 
tom house in said city; for erecting a light house at the 
mouth of Christiana river, and for the improvement of the 
navigation thereof. 

Mr. Ellsworth from the eommittee on the judiciary 
made a report on the official conduct of the commissioner 
of the land office, which was read and its further congj. 
deration postponed to the 30th instant. 

Mr. Conner made a report on the propriety of provid. 
ing for some more effeetual accountability of the post of. 
fice department. 

Mr. John Quincy Adams moved the following resoly. 
tion, which was read and laid on the table, viz: 

‘¢* Resolved, That the secretary of state be directed to 
inform this house why the biennial register, directed by 
the resolution of congress of the 27th of April, 1816, to 
be compiled and printed under his directions, and a copy 
of which is directed to be delivered to each member of 
this house, on the first Monday in January in each year, 
when a new congress shall be assembled, has not been s9 
delivered to the members of this house, and that he cause 
the said copies to be delivered as soon as he shall find it 
practicable and convenient,” 

The speaker laid before the house a letter from the 
secretary of the treasury, transmitting an abstract of the 
official emoluments and expenditures of the officers of 
the customs for the year 1831; which letter and abstract 
were laid on the table. 

The speaker laid before the house a letter from the 
postmaster general, transmitting a statement of the con- 
tracts made by that department during the past year; 
which letter and statement were laid on the table. 

Mr. Clay, of Alabama, moved the following as a rule 
to be observed in the farther trial of Samuel Houston: 

‘¢ Resolved, "That in the further prosecution of the trial 
of Samuel Houston, the examination of witnesses, and the 
diseussion of questions arising out of testimony, shall be 
confined to the committee appointed to conduct the exa- 
mination on the part of the house, and to the counsel of 
the accused, but any member may propose questions, in 
writing, through the committee, ” 

After debate thereon, the resolution was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. dams again offered a resolution which he had 
withdrawn yesterday, directing the appointment of a com- 
mittee to examine precedents, &ce. which was also laid on 
the table by a vote of, ayes 62, noes 49. 

Mr. Plummer resumed his discussion on the subject of 
the Wiscassett collector, which he continued until the ex- 
piration of the hour. 

Saturday, April 21. [The house was exclusively oc- 
cupied this day with the case of Samuel Houston, as stat- 
ed in the journal. 

Monday, April 23. Mr. Pearce, of Rhode Island, 
submitted a resolution on the subject of the recent arrest 
of Dr. Samuel G. Howe, by the authorities of the king- 
dom of Prussia. 

Mr. Drayton offerred a resolution inquiring into the 
propriety of embodying into one act all the laws relative 
to the army. 

Mr. Bullard laid betore the house resolutions of the 
legislature of Louisiana, on the subject of the renewal of 
the charter of the United States bank; and the construction 
of a ship channel from N. Orleans to the gulph of Mexico. 

Mr, Plummer continued his speech in the ease of the 
Wiseassett colleetor—and the hour having expired, the 
house took up the case of Samuel Houston. 

Tuesday, April 24. The whole of the sitting of this 
day was occupied in the further hearing of the case of 
alleged breach of privilege by Samuel Houston. All the 
witnesses present were examined before the sitting clos- 
ed. When the evidence was closed, Mr. Standerry said, 
if it was the pleasure of the house on this oceasion, to g° 
into the further examination of the contemplated fraud as 
charged by him, he was ready to introduce evidence which 
would, in his opinion, place the truth of the charge be- 
yond doubt. Whereupon Mr. Polk expressed a hope 
that the house would not further pursue that inquiry 10 
this form, pledging himself, however, if no other mem- 
ber did so, to imstitute an inquiry by the house into the 
whole matter, with a firm belief that it would result 
the acquittal of all persons charged as being eoncerned in 
an intention to defraud the government. 
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‘The further hearing was then postponed till to-morrow. 

Wednesday, April 25. Mr. Doddridye reported a bill 
to declare the assent of congress to an act of the legisla- 
ture of Maryland, passed at their last session, to amend 
the charter of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal company. 

On motion of Mr. White, of Florida, the committee on 
commerce was instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of extending the right of debenture to merchandise im- 

jorted into Key West, Florida, from foreign ports, but 
entitled at the time of importation to debenture. 

The case of Samuel Houston consumed the time of the 
house during nearly the remainder of the day. 

Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts reported a bill as a sub- 
stitute for the one heretofore reported by Mr. .Wc Duffie, 
to reduce and equalize the duties onimports. ‘The house 
then adjourned. 

Thursday, April 26. On motion of Mr. Root, the com- 
mittee of the whole was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolutions proposing amendments to the 
constitution of the U, States, relative to the election of 
president and vice president; and they were referred to 
a select committee. 

Mr. Ashley, of Missouri, moved a resolution calling on 





" Mr. Stanberry to apologise to the house for some expres- 
sions used by him touching the testimony given by Mr. 


Buckner, of the senate, in the case of Samuel Houston. 
After some debate upon a point of order raised by Mr. 


_ Adams, (the house having previously agreed to consider 
- the resolution bya vote of 147 to 11), whether, according 


to parliamentary usage, words spoken in debate by a 


- member ean be made subject to the action of the house 
_ after the lapse of a day, and the pee having determin- 


ed that the house, by the vote of consideration, had set- 
tled the question, Mr. Standerry obtained the floor and 


made the required apology. 


Upon this Mr. Ashley apparently considering the apo- 
logy as sufficient, withdrew his resolution. 

Mr. Cave Johnson then said that he felt it due to Mr. 
Buckner to have Mr. Benton examined, inasmuch as 
Mr. Stanberry had indicated his desire yesterday, to have 
him examined with a view of testifying to the veracity of 
Mr. Buckner. 

Mr. Stanberry disavowed any desire to have Mr. Ben- 
ton examined; stated that the allusion which he made to 
him yesterday was so made under the influence of excite- 


_ ment, and that he did not know what he would prove. 


A written declaration from Mr. Benton, stating that the 
reference to him by Mr. Stanberry, with a view of dis- 
erediting the testimony of Mr. Buckner, was made with- 
out his knowledge, and not warranted by any sentiment 
ever entertained or expressed by him, having been read, 
Mr. Johnson withdrew his motion. 

The evidence here closed, and Mr. Key, the counsel 
for the accused, opened the defenee, and after he had 
spoken two hours, at the instance of Mr. Patten, he sus- 
pended his remarks, and the house adjourned. 

= BD Ot — 
CASE OF SAMUEL HOUSTON. 
Journal of the house of representatives. 
HURSDAY, APRIL 19. 

Mr. Speaker informed the house, that, under the reso- 
lution adopted yesterday, Mr. Gales had consented to act 
as stenographer on the trial of Samuel Houston. 

The hour of 12 M. having arrived, 

Samuel Houston, accompanied by his counsel, was 
placed at the bar of the house, by order of the speaker 
and was addressed by the speaker as follows: 

Samuel Houston—Are you now ready to proceed to 
your trial? 

Answer—I am ready. 

William Stanberry, the complainant, was then sworn, 
and testified as follows: 

On the 4th of this month, Mr. Cave Johnson, a mem- 
ber of this house, presented to me a note from Mr. Hous- 
ton, which I believe is now in possession of my colleague, 

r. Creighton, of Ohio, which I request may be handed 
tothe chair so that it may be read. 

_ The letter was handed to the chair, and was read, and 
18 as follows: 

Washington city, April 3, 1832. 
_ Str: [have seen some remarks in the National Intel- 
ligeneer of the 2d instant, in which you are represented 
to have said—‘‘Was the late secretary of war removed 














in consequence of his attempt fraudulently to give to go- 
vernor Houston the contract for Indian rations?’ 

The object of this note is to ascertain whether my name 
was used by [you] in debate; and, if so, whether your re- 
marks have been correctly quoted? 

As the remarks were inserted in anticipation of their 
regular place, ‘I hope you will find it convenient to reply 
without delay.”* lam, your most obedient servan 

SAMUEL HOUSTON, 

Hon. William Stanberry, M. C. 

That letter was presented to me in this hall. I do not 
remember whether the session of the house had com- 
menced or not; and a desire was expressed by Mr. John- 
son for a speedy answer to it. On the same day I wrote 
an answer, dated the 4th of April, bat not presented till 
next day; which I handed to Mr. Creighton, requesting 
Mr. Creighton, before presenting it, to ascertain whether 
Mr. Johnson was acquainted with the contents of the note 
of Mr. Houston. That letter I wish to have read for the 
information of the house. 

The letter was read, and. is as follows: 

**Hall of representatives, April 4, 1832. 

Sir: I received this morning, by your hands, a note 
signed Samuel Houston, quoting from the National Jntel- 
ligencer of the 2d instant, a remark made by me in the 
house. ‘The object of the note is ‘to ascertain whether 
Mr. Houston’s name was used by me in debate, and 
whether my remarks were correctly quoted.’ 

I cannot recognize the right of Mr. Houston to make 
this request. Very respectfully, yours, &e. 

WILLIAM STANBERRY. 

The hon. Cave Johnson.” 

Mr. Creighton, | understand, presented the note which 
has been read, to Mr. Johnson, in this hall. Some time 
onthe same day, Mr. Johnson came to me, and after la- 
menting [ had not thought fit to address an answer to Mr. 
Houston, said, that after consultation with his friends, he 
had come to the determination to have nothing further to 
do with the matter himself, and had handed the note to 
Mr. Houston, to take his own course. On the evening of 
the day on which I reeeived the note from Mr. Houston, 
and before sending the answer, I had a consultation with 
some of my friends, who agreed with me upon the answer 
which was sent. It was the opinion of one of my friends 
(Mr. Ewing of Ohio) that it was proper I should be arm- 
ed; that immediately upon the reception of my note, Mr. 
Hfouston would probably make an assault uponme. Mr. 
Ewing accordingly procured for me a pair of pistols and 
a dirk; and on the morning on which the answer was sent 
I was prepared to meet Mr. Houston, if he should assault 
me. In the evening, at my lodgings, I received a note 
from a gentleman of the name of McCarty, of Indiana, 
(not the member of this house), informing me that he 
had something of importance which he wished to com- 
municate. Subsequently, he told me, that being in the 
room of Mr. Tipton, of Indiana, he had heard some gen- 
tleman, whose name he did not mention, declare he had 
heard Houston say, that he intended to shoot me in the 
street, and to have a man, whose name, I believe, was 
Armstrong, of Tennessee, in company with him. Mr. 
McCarty, I believe, communicated the same information 
to Mr. Ewing, who came to the house with me next day, 
and | was prepared with my pistols cocked to defend my- 
self, but I did not meet with Mr. Houston that day, though 
I saw him within the house. I expected every time I 
went out of, or came into this hall, to meet him, and I 
was always prepared for such an event. My object in 
desiring the company of Mr. Ewing, was to have a re- 
speetable witness present, who was not to interfere be- 
tween me and Mr. Houston, unless his own judgment 
should dictate it. T was unwilling that any thing between 
us should depend upon the testimony of such witnesses as 
Mr. Houston might have in his company. I continued 
prepared for the expected meeting until I began to think 
either that Mr. Houston never had an intention to attack 
me, or had relinquished it; but still kept a pistol in my 
pocket. On Friday night at 8 o’clock, (premising that 
I reside at Mrs. Queen’s on the south side of the avenue) 
I left Mrs. Queen’s, crossed the avenue, and stepped on 
the side walk near Mr. Elliot’s having one pistol in my 

ocket not cocked, having no expectation of meeting Mr. 
ouston. At the moment of stepping on the side walk, 
Mr. Houston stood before me, I think he called me by 
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my name, and instantly struck me with the bludgeon he 
had in his hand with great violence, and he repeated the 
blow while I was down; he struck me repeatedly with 
t violence. I was either knocked down or thrown in 
the scuffie, I do net know which; while down, turning 
on my right side, [ got my band in my poekct and got 
my pistol and cocked it; | wateled an opportunity while 
he was striking me with great violence, and pulled the 
trigger, aiming at his breast, the pistol did not go off; I 
thought it did not snap, but I have since understood it did. 
He wrested the pistol from my hand, and after some more 
blows, he left me. In reply to something whieh I said, 
I do not distinctly recollect what, Houston said ‘TI had 
assailed him, and that he would be answerable to the laws 
of his country for what he had done.” 

Question ‘by the committee—Was any person or per- 
‘sons present with Mr. Houston or near to him, when the 
‘blow was first inflicted? 

Answer—There was one individual; the transaction 
‘was so hurried, and the assault was so immediate that I 
did not recognize him; the blow was inflicted by Hous- 
ton instantly on my recognizing him. J think there was 
another with him, but he appeared to me to be standing 
still. 

Question by the accused—Had you but one pistol about 
you at the time of the attack mentioned by you? 

Answer—l had but one; and no dirk. 

Question by the accused—Did you, or did you not, as 
soon as you were aware of the intention of the aceused to 
assault you, attempt to take out a pistol? 

Answer—ti did not—t did not take out my pistol until 
I was down on the ground—tI had no opportunity to do 
it, the attack was so sudden. 

Question by the accused—Was the statement of your 
remarks referring to the accused, which appeared in the 
National Intelligencer of the 2d of this month, prepared 
by yourself, or sent by you to the editors of that paper? 

Answer—lI think the remarks were made on Saturday. 
Mr. Gales met me in the lobby, and requested me to 
prepare them for the press by 11 o’clock on Sunday morn- 
ang, which I did; they appeared in Monday morning’s 
paper. They were written out by me, as accurately as | 
could. 

Question by the accused—Is this the publication? 
(Handing to the chair at the same time the National In- 
telligencer of the 2d of the present month with a refer- 
ence to the following paragraph therein contained:) 

‘The superintendent of the Cumberland road is not 
the a | officer who had been suffered to continue in of- 
fice, after proofs of his transgressions had reached the 
president. Was the late secretary of war removed in 
consequence of his attempt, fraudulently, to give to go- 
vernor Houston the contract for Indian rations? I derive 
yf knowledge of this transaction not from the columns 
of the Telegraph. ‘The whole affair was known to me at 
the time it took place. The editor of the Telegraph 
gives himself too much credit for defeating this attempt- 
ed fraud. understood that it was in consequence of the 
remonstrances of the delegate from Arkansas, that the 
contract wasnot completed. There is one fact, however, 
for which I am indebted to the Telegraph; and that is, 
that the president had full knowledge of the business, 
cand that it did not meet with his disapprobation.” 

Answer—These are the words as delivered inthe house 
sand og oa by myself for the press. 

The accused then sent to the chair, the following re- 
quest, in writing, Viz: 

“The accused requests the house to pass the proper 
order to enable him to obtain the attendance of the hon- 
-orable Messrs. Felix Grundy aud Alexander Buckner ot 
the senate, to testify in the present proceeding against the 
accused,” 

The names of Thomas Ewing, and John Tipton, other 
senators, were added by request of Mr. Stanberry. 

It was then— 

Ordered, 'That a message be sent to the senate, inform- 
ing the senate that the house of representatives request 
the attendence of Felix Grundy, Alexander Buckner, 
Thomas Ewing, and John ‘Tipton, members of the senate, 


to give evidence before the house of representatives, now 


sitting on the trial of Samuel Houston, accused of a breach 
of privileges of the house of representatives, by assault- 
ing and beating Wm. Stanberry, a member of that house. 


————————— 











ae 


The message having been delivered to the senate }, 
the clerk, the senators therein named appeared, and 


were conducted by the sergeant-at-armis to the seats Which | 


had been prepared for them withisi the hall. 

Question by the accused, (to Mr. Stanberry. ) These 
remarks, thus published, impute a fraud to the accuse, 
lad you then or have you now any and what evidence o 
the correctness of such imputation? 

To this interrogatory Mr. Dickson, one of the men, 
bers from the state of New York, objected. 

And the question being taken—shall the said inter, 
gatory be ww 

lt passed in the affirmative, yeas 101—nays 82. 

And so the house decided that the said interrogatory |x 


put; to whick Mr. Stanberry, proceeded to answey y | ; 


tollows: 


{4 








‘It was no part of my intention to impute frand to ge, | 7 


Houston. His name was mentioned, merely that ti, 
transaction to which I alluded might be identified. | jp. 
tended to make a charge against the late seeretary of way, 
and against the president, if he had a knowledge of ti 
contempt!ated fraud and did not disapprove of it.” 

Mr. Archer then made a motion, which, after debate 
and several modifications, read as follows: 

** Resolved, That the house consider the witness as hay. 
ing answered the whole of the interrogatory which 1. 
lates to the accused, and that he be not permitted to a. 
swer to fraud imputed to any other person or persons,” 

Subsequently, at the suggestion of Mr. Bell, Mr. ,4). 
cher modified his motion to read, as follows: 

** Resolved, That the house consider the witness 4; 
having sufficiently answered the interrugatory propouni. 
ed.” 

Pending the question on this motion, 

The aceused, by his counsel, asked permission to wit) 
draw the interrogatory in question, and to substitute ano 
ther, which he read in his place. 

And pending the question on granting the permission 
thus asked— 

A motion was made by Mr. Silas Condict, that the 
further hearing of the trial be postponed until to-morrov 
12 o’clock, meridian. 

And the question on this motion being put, 

It passed in the affirmative. 

W hereupon, 

Samuel = was remanded into the eustody of the 
sergeant-at-arms, and was conducted from the bar of the 
house. 

And the house adjourned until to-morrow, 11 o’elock, 
A. M. 

iday, April 20, The hour of 12 o’clock, meridian 
having arrived, 

Samuel Houston, accompanied by his counsel, was plac 
ed at the bar of the house, by order of the speaker. 

Mr. Stunberry requested that his testimony, delivere 
yesterday, be read—which being done, he gave the fol: 
lowing explanatory testimony, viz: 

‘*] believed during the evening of the contest and the 
whole of the next day, that I had been knocked down by 
the club on the first or second blow; but, on examining 
my waisteoat the next day, and perceiving that the but 
tons were some of them torn off, and my shirt, the bosom 
of which was torn, I began to doubt my first impressions, 
and was led to conclude that I might have been thrown 
down in the seuffle.” 

The question reeurred on granting permission to the 
accused to withdraw the interrogatory propounded by his 
ene yesterday, to Mr. Standerry, and which is as fol- 

Ows: 

‘These remarks, thus published, impute a fraud to the 
accused, Had you then or have you now any and what 
evidence of the correctness of such imputation?” and t0 
substitute in lieu thereof, another interrogatory, which 's 
as follows: 

Did you or did you not impute fraud or intend to im 
pute fraud to the accused in the statement of your remarks 
in the Intelligencer of the 2d? 

Which motion was subsequently withdrawn. 

The question then recurred on the motion made by Mr. 
Archer, yesterday, and which was pending when the ac- 
cused moved for permisston to withdraw the interrogate 
ry and substitute another, as aforesaid; which motion 





las follows: 
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Resolved, That the house consider the witness as hay- 
ing sufficientl answered the interrogatory propounded. 

‘And after further debate therecon— 

Mr. Archer withdrew his said motion. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Alexander that the 
House do reconsider the vote taken yesterday by which 





— 





preseribing the mode of proceeding in the case, in hear- 
ing, was not in order. 


From this decision Mr. Vinton, appealed to the house. 
And after debate on the appeal; 

Mr. Beardsley withdrew his said motion. 

And William Stanberry then again proceeded to tes- 


the said interrogatory was directed to be propounded to | tify as follows: 


the complainant, viz: 

«These remarks thus published, impute a fraud to the 
accused—Had you then, or have you now, any, and what 
evidence of the correctness of such imputation? 

And after debate, 

The previous question was moved by Mr. Stewart, and 
being dometided by a majority of the members present— 

The said previous question was put, viz: Shall the main 
question be now put? 

And passed in the affirmative. 

The said main question was then put, viz; Will the 
house reconsider the said vote? 

And was decided in the negative. 

Wm. Stanberry was, at his request, excused from vot- 
ing on this question, as well as on any question which 
may arise in the hearing of the trial of Samuel Houston. 

illiam Stanberry then proceeded further to testify as 
follows, in answer to the said interrogatory: 

Though in making the remarks referred to, I did not 
intend to impute fraud to governor Houston, being a pri- 
vate individual whose residence was unknown to me, (I 
did not know he was in this city); yet if I am called upon 
now to express an opinion whether he be guilty of fraud 
ornot, [Here exception was taken to the relevancy of 
the testimony: when Mr. S. resumed, he said,] I would 
not be understood by what I stated, as acquitting gover- 
nor Houston of participation in this fraud. He was a pri- 
vate eitizen, unknown to me, and I had no object in bring- 
ing his character in question. But if I was called upon 
to express an opinion, [ should say that I did believe at 
the time I made the remarks, and do now, that governor 
Houston did participate in the attempted fraud. I shall 
state the evidence that I had of his participating in it. I 
was a member of this house in 1830, at the time the pro- 

sals for making the contract for Indian rations were 
published in the Bs ~essancie and the Telegraph at this 


place. I had a knowledge that such advertisement was 
published. I was informed that the object of the propo- 


sals was to invite a contract. 

At this stage of the testimony, the witness was stopped 
by Mr. Beardsley, who then moved the following: 

‘That the witness be precluded from siating his belief 
of any fraud committed = gov. Houston, or in which he 
participated.” 

A motion was made by Mr. Juylor to amend the mo- 
tion by striking out the word “delief”’ and inserting the 
word ‘‘evidenee,” which being disagreed to— 

A motion was made by Mr. Craig, to amend the said 
motion, by striking out after the word ‘‘that,” and in- 
serting the following: ‘‘the witness be precluded in his 
response to the interrogatory last put, from stating any 
facts tending to fix fraud upon the accused, or upon any 
other person.” 

And, on the question to agree to this amendment, 

It passed in the negative. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Bates, of Massachu- 
setts, to amend the said motion by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing, viz: ‘‘but may be permitted to state any evidence 
which he then had or now has tending to prove it.” 

And on the question to agree to this amendment it pass- 
ed in the affirmative. 

As thus amended the said motion is as follows: 

‘“‘That the witness be precluded from stating his belief 
of any fraud committed by governor Houston or in which 
he participated, but may be permitted to state any evi- 
dence which he then had or now has tending to prove it.” 

And on the question to agree to the said motion as 
amended it passed in the affirmative. 

Another motion was then made by Mr. Beardsley: 

‘That the witness be precluded from giving evidence 
of any fraud committed by, or, participated in, by Sam’! 
Houston, and which is not in the printed speech of said 
witness imputed to said Houston.” 

A motion was made by Mr. Vinton, that this motion 
be laid on the table, which motion to lie on the table, the 


tiss had made. 
his application, and the difficulties that he met with.— 


——not only for the supply of rations to such Indians as 


had already emigrated, but for the supply of rations for 
all those who might emigrate after the passage of the In- 
dian bill then before this house, and which would require 
an expenditure of several millions of dollars. 
vertisement was so framed as to conceal from the public 
the importance of the proposed contract. By the adver- 
tisement, the proposals were to be received in so short a 
time after the publication that the people in the western 
count 
even if the importance of it had been set fo 
vertisements. 
the time that governor Houston was in this city. He was 
understood to be a man of broken fortunes and blasted 
reputation. 
sident entertained friendly feelings towards him; but 
that, in consequence of his bad reputation, the presi- 
dent could not openly reward him, or nominate him to 
any office of honor or emolument. 
Hlouston was an applicant for this contract, and that one 
of the objects of his visit to this city was to obtain this 
contract. 
individual not favored by the head of the department, or 
the president, could ni. any considerable sum of mo- 
ney by it, as by the terms of the advertisement for propo- 
sals the right was reserved to the secretary of war to en- 
large or alter the quantity of rations to be issued, and 
the right also of continuing the contract to any period of 
time that he might think proper, and to terminate it at 
pleasure when any of the conditions of it should be 


The ad- 


could have no opportunity of wy | proposals, 
in th 


e ad- 
These advertisements were printed about 


It was nevertheless believed that the pre- 


I understood that gov. 


I saw, by the terms of the proposals that no 


broken. 1 had heard of the proposals which Mr. Pren- 


I heard from Mr. Preutiss himself of 


From the facts and cireumstances which | have related, 
I was led to believe, at the time, that there was an ar- 


rangement between the secretary of war and gov. Hous- 
ton, at the time these advertisements were prepared, 


which was designed to give to governor Houston the con- 


tract for the supply of these rations at a greater price 


than others would have supplied them for. A know- 
ledge of this transaction induced me to oppose the In- 
dian bill. Ihad other objections to that measure, but, 
the belief that the passage of the bill would give occa- 
sion to numerous frauds of a similar character, was one 
of the strong objections which L had against it. I men- 
tioned these objections which I had, before the passage of 
the bill, to several of my friends. ‘The evidence I have 
now, that governor Houston was concerned in the pro- 
posed contract, is the deposition of Luther Blake, taken 
before a magistrate in this city, which I ask may be read 
by the clerk. 

(Mr. Standerry then handed in a paper at the clerk’s 
table. 

The aceused, by his counsel, objected to the paper pro- 
duced by the witness, and called adeposition, as not being 
evidence until shown how taken. 

The reading of the said paper or deposition, was called 
for by Mr. Horace Everett, and the reading being ob- 
jected to by a member, 

The question was put—Shall the paper be read? 

And passed in the affirmative. 

The said paper was then read, and is as follows: 

“J, Luther Blake, of Arkansas territory, being duly 
sworn, do depose and say, that on the 2ist day of March, 
1830, as | was coming out of the war office, in Washing- 
ton, governor Samuel Houston accosted me, and alluded 
to certain bids that had been made to supply the govern- 
ment with rations to the emigrating Indians, of which 
bids I had then put in the lowest, gov. Houston having 
apparently made himself acquainted with the amount of 
the different bids, informed me that he had not put in a 
bid 2 his own name, but had entered several in the 
names of other persons, of which he had the control. M 
bid was at eight cents per ration, and he, the said Hous- 
ton, proposed to me that I should withdraw my bid, and 





speaker decided, under the order adopted on the 17th inst. 


buy up those of William Prentiss and David Butler, jr. 
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and that I should then join with him and his friend, 
whom he did not name), who was concerned with him 
in a contract which might be secured at a much higher 
rate than the bids of either mine, Prentiss, or Butler, 
and that thereby we might secure an independent for- 
tune; and until the 24th of March, 1830, each day suc- 
cessively inquired of me, to know if I had succeeded in 
purchasing the bids of Prentiss and Butler. : 
“LUTHER BLAKE. 
“‘Subseribed and sworn to before 
“D. A. Hatt, justice of the peace,” 

And the question was stated, shall the said paper or 
deposition be received? 

And pending this question, it was, 

On motion of Mr. Lewis Condict, 

Ordered, ‘That the further hearing of the case be post- 
oned until 11 o’clock, A. M. to-morrow, when Samuel 
ouston was remanded into the custody of the sergeant- 

at-arms, and was conducted from the bar. 

And the house adjourned until to-morrow, 11 o’clock, 
A. M, . 

Saturday, April21. Mr. Stanberry expressed a wish 
to have the journal of Thursday corrected. He moved that 
the word ‘‘complainant” in connection with his own name 
be stricken out: he did not wish to appear as the complain- 
ant in this case. He had addressed a letter to the speaker 
of the house, stating the facts of the case, and he now 
considered this house and the nation as the complainants. 
I am less interested myself said Mr. S. than any other 

erson, as vengeance, with respect to me, has, I trust, 

eea fully satisfied. 

Mr. Boon objected to the proposition. 

Mr. Hall, of North Carolina, moved the following re- 
sohution, viz: 

** Resolved, That no member of the house, except the 
eommittee appointed for the management of the trial now 
pending before the house, be permitted to discuss ques- 
tions pertaining to the trial of Samuel Houston, until the 
examination of witnesses is closed; that all questions be 
propounded through the committee in writing, and that 
the members of the committee alone, on the part of the 
house, be allowed to object to, or discuss the relevaney 
or irrelevancy of testimony; thus precluding any farther 
élebate upon the decision of such questions or objections. ” 

And, after debate on the said resolution, 

A motion was made by Mr. John Jeeed that the said 
resolution do lie on the table: and thereupon 

Mr. Hail withdrew the said resolution. 

- Mr. Wickliffe then moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, Vhat no member of the house shall be per- 
mitted to debate questions growing out of the examina- 
tion of witnesses, and the introduction of testimony on 
the trial of the case of Samuel Houston; that the right 
to object to the introduction of evidence, and debate ques- 
tions arising thereon, shali be confined to the committee 
already appointed, who shall be authorised to eonduet 
the examination and discuss questions arising upon the 
introduction of testimony on the part of the house. 

And after debate thereon, 

Mr. Wickl fe withdrew the said resolution. 

And Samuel Houston, accompanied by his counsel, was 
placed at the bar of the house. 

The question reeurred, shall the affidavit of Luther 
Blake be received, the objection of the accused to the 
contrary notwithstanding? when 

The accused withdrew his objection to the receiving of 
said affidavit. 

Mr. Stanéerry then offered a paper as containing a cer- 
tificate of the date of the affidayit of Luther Blake. 

To the reception of which paper the accused objected. 

And the question was then stated, shall the said paper 
be received’? when 

A motion was made by Mr. Creighton, that the said 
paper be read. 

And the question being put, 

It was decided in the negative. 

And on motion of Mr. Vinton, leave was given to Mr. 
Stanberry to withdraw the said paper, and thereupon 
Mr. S. withdrew said paper. 

Mr. Standerry then further deposed as follows: 

The affidavit furnished by Mr. Blake was handed to 
me by my colleague, Mr. Vance. I knew nothing of Mr. 
Blake, or the circumstances under which it was taken, or 


who requested it. I have heard, however, that he isa 
gentleman of respectability, and that his business called 

him from the city, or he would have remained and given 

his testimony. Although I had such knowledge of this 

contemplated fraud as satisfied my own mind about the 

period that it took place, yet before I had made the re. 

marks to the house, I had read the recent exposures of 
that transaction in the bee A and the facts stated by 

the editor of that paper confirmed my former convictions, 

and I believe, that the fraud ean be substantiated by the 

witnesses whose names I proceed to give to the house, 

viz: Thomas L. McKenny, John Shackford, hon. Johy 

Bell, of Tennessee, Mr. Branch, a member of this house, 

Duff Green, of this city, gen. Van Fossen, of New York, 

the hon. Mr. Dickson, a member of this house, Willian 
Prentiss, of this city. 

It will be necessary, in order to make out the case, also 
to have the proposals for the contract, which are, or 
ought to be, on the files of the war department, and the 
correspondence of the individuals who made the ae. 
sals, with the secretary of war. I have nothing further 
to say in answer to the interrogatory. 

Question by the accused—Where did you receive the 
affidavit of Luther Blake, presented yesterday ? 

Answer—I believe it was received after the last inter. 
rogatory was propounded, but before I had given any an- 
swertoit. I believe it was during the time the interro- 
gatory was under discussion. 

Question by the accused—When did you first hear of 
it, and from whom? 

Answer—I knew nothing about it. 

Question by the accused—Do you know how long the 
said Blake remained in the city, after giving the affidavit; 
and was he in the city when you received the affidavit? 

Answer—I knew nothing about it. I have never seen 
the man, and know nothing about it, except from the in- 
formation of others. 

Question by the accused—Had you any information of 
his having left the city, and when did he leave it? 

Inswer—At the time I presented the paper I had no 
information whether he had left the city, or any thing 
about it; sinee 1 have learned that he left the city on the 
17th of this month. 

Question by the accused—Was he requested to remain 
and give evidence, and by whom? 

Answer—l heard fram Mr. Prentiss, of this eity, that 
he did request him to remain, but the urgeney of his bu- 
siness would not permit him. 

Question by the accused—Had you heard of the affida- 
vit before vou received it—did you learn at whose instance 
it was given? 

.Inswer—l did not hear of it before it was presented to 
me. I have understood, since I offered it, that it was 
taken at the instance and request of Mr. Prentiss. 

Question by the accused—Do you know in whose hand- 
writing it is? 

Answer—N 0. 

Question by the accused—Do you know when the said 
affidavit was taken? 

.dnswer—No: only from the certificate of the magis- 
trate in my possession; by which it appears that it was 
taken on Monday, the 16th inst. 

Question by the accused—Are the papers now shown to 
you, the numbers of the Telegraph to which you allude 
in your testimony, and in your remarks, as printed in the 
Intelligencer of the 2d instant? 

[| Accompanying this interrogatory were printed copies 
of the United States Telegraph newspaper of the 26th 
and 28th March, 1832.) 

Answer—There were several publications in the Tele- 
graph; some before, and some since my remarks. I al- 
lude to those before my remarks. ' 

Question by the accused—iid you mention to the 
friends with whom you say you consulted as to the reply 
it would be proper for you to make to the note of the ac- 
cused, that you had not intended in your remarks to im- 
pute a fraud to the accused? 

“Inswer—I drew my answer on the same day on which 
[ received the note of Mr. Houston at my desk, without 
consulting any person. In the evening, I consulted my 
friends on the subject of the letter, in consequence of 
which a sentence was stricken out, and some other tri- 





fling modification made. I do not recollect whether I 
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mentioned to my friend, that I had not intended to charge 
him with fraud. I was much astonished at getting a note 
from him on the subject. J believed the note I received 
from Mr. Houston was designed to give him a pretence 
to commit personal violence upon me, not to redress any 
ievance of his, but to gratify the vengeance of others. 
Question by the accused—Did you state that belief, last 
mentioned to those friends? 
Answer—I think there was some conversation of the 
ind. 
7 stion by the accused—Who were the friends with 
whom you so consulted? 
Answer—General Vance, Mr. Creighton, Mr. Ewing, 


~ of Ohio: they were not all present at one consultation. 


| New York was consulted by me. 
~ same house. 


Tee TUNER ADIRRS re aan 


~ the mess in which I board. 


Mr. Mercer was present at some time. Mr. Taylor, of 
He was boarding at the 
Mr. Ewing I considered as my confidential 
friend and adviser, more particularly. There was some 
conversation also with Mr. Arnold and the members of 
They did not all know it. 1 
am confident there was a conversation with Mr. Arnold. 

Question by the accused—W hy did you not in reply to 
the accused, state that you had not intended to impute a 
fraud to him? 

Answer—His letter forbade me making such reply. It 
called on me only to know if my remarks were correctly 
quoted: that was one of the reasons why I thought it a 

mere pretence to give him an opportunity to make an at- 
_ tack. 

Question by the accused—Did you in your conversation 
with the hon. Cave Johnson, in relation to the accused’s 
i note, state that you had not intended to impute a fraud to 
- the accused—if not, why did you not? 

_ Amswer—I considered that it was improper for Mr. 
~ Johnson, after what had taken place, to have any conversa- 
tion with me: he ought to have addressed himselfto Mr. 
Creighton. 1 had some conversation with him however. 
I think in the course of the conversation with Mr. John- 
son, I told him that my words did not necessarily impute 
_acharge of fraud against Mr. Houston. Mr. Johnson 
said that Mr. H. had a right to put his own construction 
upon them 

Question by the accused—Did you, when you stated to 
~ Mr. Johnson, that your words did not necessarily impute 
~ afraud to the accused, also state that you did not so in- 
~ tend them; and if not, why did you not? 

-  Answer—I did not state to Mr. Johnson that F did not 
_ intend to charge Mr. H. with fraud. 1 do not know 
» what reason I had for not stating it. I was not called on 
_ to give any such reason, and gave none. 
- Question by the accused—Did you state to Mr. Creigh- 
- ton that you had not intended to impute a fraud to the ac- 
- cused? 
'  Answer—I do not recolleet. 

Question by the accused—You speak of the acecused’s 
_ being several times scen by you with a club or bludgeon 
_ during the time you expected him to attack you. Was 
~ it your expectation that he would attack you with that 
_ club or bludgeon. 

Answer—After I had reeeived the note from Mr. 
Houston, I noticed that he was in the hall for several suc- 
cessive days; and I do not remember how many. He al- 
wayé had the bludgeon with him, and 1 thought in pass- 
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4 had pistols under his coat. I saw the marks of the 


handle; and 1 expected he would attack me with the 
_ bludgeon, and that if I made any resistanee, he would re- 
sort to pistols, or to a dirk ‘ 

Question by the accused—ad you not, before seeing 


_ what you supposed to be pistols on the aceused, armed 


yourself in the manner you have previously stated ? 

Answer—I armed myself immediately on receiving his 
note; thatis, the next morning. I do not remember see- 
ing Mr. Houston before receiving the note. I did not 
know he was in the city, when I got his note. I have a 
slight recollection of having seen him onee before on the 

ennsylvania avenue. 

Question by the accused—Had you not, before or about 

etime of receiving the accused’s note, met him in the 
War office, and did he then offer you any insult or vio- 
lence? 

Answer—I have no remembrance of having seen him 
at the war office. I will here observe, that my acquaint- 
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ance with Mr. H. was very slight. When he was here in 
1830, he was pointed out to me; and, probably, at some 
large party he may have been introduced to me. I re- 
member to have met him there. 

Question by the accused—In the attack you have spo- 
ken of, did the aceused strike you with his right or left 
hand ? 

Answer—I do not know; the blow was violent on my 
head. 

Question by the accused—What was your reason for 
not officially charging the fraud, which you state you 
knew of, upon the parties concerned in it? 

Answer—I do not know that it is incumbent on me, to 
make charges of all the frauds that | hear of. There are 
other members in this house, who I wish to take the lead 
in such business. 1 am willing to lend my aid to go 
ahead. I wish further to state, that at the time I first 
heard of this fraud, I considered myself a supporter of 
this administration, and was not prepared exactly then to 
make an attack upon them. However, it was the first 
act that shook my confidence in the integrity of the then 
administration. 

Question by the accused—Were you, when met as 
you have stated, by the accused, on your way to attend 
any committee of this house, or any other official busi- 
ness? 

-Inswer—lI will state that it was on business, connected 
with my duties in this house. Mr. Ewing had, on the 
same evening, called at my lodgings and informed me 
that a colleague of mine, (Mr. ————~), in a speech in 
this house had made some severe charges against me, and 
informed me what they were. I was not present in my 
seat at the time they were made. Mr. Ewing informed 
me it was incumbent on me to reply to them. The 
charges | understood, which were made against me, by 
my colleague, were in reference to these same remarks, 
denying the truth of the charges [had made, and when I 
left my lodgings, I intended to call on Mr. Ewing, at his 
lodgings at Mrs. Davis’s, and was on my way to Mr. 
Ewing’s. I further had the intention of ealling on gen. 
Green, with a view of consulting with him, as to the 
proof which could be obtained to substantiate the charge 
of fraud, relative to this contract about Indian rations—in 
order to enable me to defend myself against the charge of 
my colleague, orto institute some inquiry on the subject 
in this house. 

Question by Mr. Craig, of Virginia—Do you recollect 
certainly that you referred to gov. Houston, by name, on 
the floor of congress in the speech, which is supposed to 
have offended him, or did you afterwards add the name, 
when you wrote it out for the press? 

Inswer—I mentioned his name in debate. 

Question by Mr. Dickson, of ew York—Do you in- 
tend to be understood, that Mr. Dickson, of this house, 
‘myself,) has any other knowledge of the facts in relation 
to the said proposed contract than such as he has derived 
from third persons? 

To this interrogatory, Mr. Craig, of Virginia, object- 
ed: and the question was then put to the house, ‘‘shall 
this interrogatory be propounded?” 

And passed in the affirmative. 

Mr. Standerry then proceeded to answer the said in- 
terrogatory, as follows: 

.nswer—Gov. Houston, in a publication IT had seen, 
denied his partnership, in these proposals, with gen. Van 
Fossen, of New York, for this same contract. I had heard 
Mr. Dickson say— 

At this stage of the answer, Mr. Jewett interrupted the 
witness, and moved 

‘Phat the witness shall not be permitted te detail in 
evidence, in answer to the interrogatory, part what he 
has heard the hon. Mr. Dickson say, in regard to the 
facts, as Mr. Dickson is a competent witness himself.” 

And the question being put to agree to this motion, 

It passed in the affirmative. 

The witness then closed his answer to the interrogato- 
ry in the words following: 

I expect he has no other knowledge than that derived 
from third persons. 

Question—By Mr. Bates, of Maine—Did you use gov. 
Houston’s name in this house in the same connection and 
language as in the printed report? 

Answer—lI believe I did. 
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Question by the committee—Was any person with you 
when you left your lodgings immediately before the as- 
sault, when you crossed the street, or when the assault 
was made? 

Answei—I had been sitting with the gentlemen of the 
mess in the dining room, after supper. After some time, 
I left isa lodgings alone; and I was alone at the time I was 
attacked. 

Question by the committee—What has been your ac- 
quaintance and intimacy with Mr. Ewing, before he took 
his seat in the senate, and down to the time that you made 
the speech heretofore alluded to? 

Answer—Mr. Ewing lives about 25 miles from me, in 
a neighboring town. We have been intimately aequaint- 
ed for 15 years. We have practised at the bar together, 
and have been intimate friends ever since, and are now. 

Question by the committee—W ere you wounded by the 
blows given, and to what extent? 

er—The severest injury I reeecived was on the 
head. The violent blows on the head have prevented me 
from coming to the house more than any other injuries I 
received. One bone of my left hand isiractured; my left 
arm is also much bruised. I received a severe blow on 
the right arm at the elbow, and a severe one on the back 
of my right hand, and I have other marks of violence on 
different parts of my person, which do not give me much 
inconvenience or pain. 

Question—By Mr. Bates, of Maine—You have stated 
you were on your right side when you drew your pistol; 
on which side was the pistol; and in which hand did you 
hold it? 

Answer—It was in the right pocket of my pantaloons, 
and I drew it out with my right hand. 

Question by the accused—W as there, or was there not, 
some person with you near the door of your boarding 
house just before the assault complained of was commit- 
ted; if so, who was that person? 

Answer—No person, that I remember; as I passed out 
of my lodgings, I saw nobody. 

The testimony of Mr. Stanberry being here closed, 

Mr. Me Duffie moved the following resolution, viz: 

Resolved, Vhat the committee heretofore appointed to 
examine witnesses in the case of Samuel Houston be au- 
thorised and instructed to investigate the facts of the said 
case, and report the evidence to the house, with as little 
delay as possible; and that the said committee be autho- 
rised to sit during the sessions of this house, to send for 
persons and papers, and to examine witnesses on oath. 

And, after debate thereon, Mr. Me Duffie withdrew the 
said resolution. 

Mr. Joseph Vance, a member of the house from the 
state of Ohio, was then sworn in his place, and testified as 
follows: 

Question by the accused—When and from whom did 
you first hear of the affidavit of Luther Blake; and did 
you know before it was given, that he could prove the 
facts therein stated, and from whom? 

Answer—On last Monday morning, I am not certain 
«whether before the house was called to order or after, 
theing in my seat, Mr. Prentiss touched me on the shoul- 
ler, and observed that he had an affidavit, which he 
janded to me, and I read it, f did not know of the af- 
fidavit before; I do not know Mr. Blake, or whether 
he is able to prove the facts sect forth or not. I re- 
ceived the affidavit in my seat, and supposed the affi- 
davit was handed to me because I had been the person 
who instituted this inquiry by a motion in this house. 

Question by the accused—Was the affidavit then sworn 
to, and what hour on Monday morning did you receive it? 

Answer—It was sworn to, the hour [ cannot say pre- 
cisely; the affidavit was never out of my possesssion, ex- 
cept for a few moments to take a copy of it, until it 
was sent to my colleague, after the first interrogatory had 
been propounded—upon hearing which read, L requested 
the door-keeper to hand it to my colleague, believing it to 
be evidence under the interrogatory. 

Question by the accused—VDo you know in whose hand- 
writing it is written? 

Answer—I do not know the hand-writing. 

Question by the accused—Did you understand when 
you received the affidavit that said Blake had left the 
city, and had you shown the affidavit to your colleague be- 
fore you sent it to him, or informed him of its contents? 
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Answer—I did not know at the time of receiving the 
affidavit that Mr. Blake had left the city—I never showeq 
the affidavit to my colleague, Mr. Standberry, or eye, 
told him any of the contents. If he received any knoy. 
ledge of it after its coming into my hands, he must haye 
got it from some of my messmates, to a few of whom} 
read it, or from some other person, but notfrom me; | 
showed it to no other person—I think 1 showed it to gen, 
Green, am not certain; he asked to see it. 

Question by the accused—Is the William Prentiss fro), 
whom you received the affidavit the same person whog 
letter has been lately published in the Telegraph? 

Answer—I understand it to be so—I do not know why 
handed the letter to the Telegraph—I do not know tha 
there are two Mr. Preutisses. 

Question by the accused—Was, or was not the knoy. 
ledge of this affidavit intended to be kept from the a¢. 
cused, and was, or was not such the request of said Prep. 
tiss, when it was handed to you? 

Answer—Mr. Prentiss made no such request to me.~ 
He did not say how, or in what way I should use it—\¢ 
left it entirely to my own diseretion. 

The testimony of Mr. Vance being here closed. 

Mr. Cave Jolinson, one of the members of the house, 
from the staté of Tennessee, was sworn in his place, an 
testified as follows: 

It will perhaps be more satisfactory for me to com. 
mence and give a narrative of all the circumstances of 
this affair, as far as I have been connected with them, 
if such a narrative would suit the purpose of the couns: 
in proposing this interrogatory. Gov. Houston applic 
to me in the lobby of the house, to present a letter fron 
him to Mr. Stanberry; the date of the letter which has 
been given in evidence will show on what day. Whew 
gov. Houston applied to me to present this letter, hay. 
ing understood that some difficulty existed between hin 
and Mr. Stanberry, [ hesitated about taking the note 
lest I should be involved in its consequences, and L i: 
timated to goy. Houston what my apprehensions we 
on that head, and was going to apologise to him for 
not taking the letter. Gov. Houston, however, stoppel 
me, by informing me that the letter was not of the cla 
racter that [ apprehended. He then opened the letter, 
and asked me to read it; which I did: after having rea 
the letter, and seeing the nature of it, 1 informed gov, 
Houston, that I would carry the letter, but on coudi- 
tion that [ was to be no farther concerned in any thing 
that might grow out of that letter; that [ thought it my 
duty to deliver the letter as he had asked it, but tha 
I desired not to be connected with him as a friend in 
any future transaction that might grow out of it—with 
this understanding I received the letter and delivered 
it to Mr. Stanberry in his seat, remarking to him tha 
gov. Houston would like to have an answer to his letter 
as early as convenient. On the next morning about tir 
time the house met, Mr. Creighton of Ohio delivered to 
me the reply. I discovered that the letter was addres» 
ed to me personally, and read it with some consider 
ble surprise—when I looked over the letter, the generd 
apprehension that he could not recognise the right 0 
Mr. Houston to make the request contained in his let 
ter, induced me to believe that Mr. Stanberry eithe! 
meant to take personal exception to gov. Houston, whic! 
might involve me in difficulty with him, or that he inten¢- 
ed to avail himself of his parliamentary privilege in 00! 
recognising his right. I think I then mentioned to Mr. 
Creighton the difficulty which I had in regard to the pr 
per construction of the letter, and that I should considet 
a personal exception was intended by it to be taken 
gov. Houston; I should be personally involved in the 
controversy, which I regretted, and “should dislike. ! 
then asked of Mr. Creighton an explanation whether M 
Stanberry intended to avail himself of his parliament’) 
privilege in not recognising the right of gov. Housto», 
or intended to take personal exception to him. Mr 
Creighton replied to me, as I understood him, ‘either 
that he had no explanations to give,” or that ‘the wi 
not authorised to give any beyond the face of the let 
ter itself.” L think [ then replied to Mr. Creighton 
something like this; that if Mr. Stanberry did intend 
to take personal exception to governor Houston, he 
would find an individual who would play the game 0" 
with him. I said something to this effect, and perlap' 
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used this very language. Some short time after the con- 
yersation between Mr. Creighton and myself, after re- 
flecting on the subject, 1 went to my desk, with a view 
of addressing a letter to Mr. Stanberry, inreply to the one 
which he had addressed to me, demanding of him a more 
explicit statement whether he excepted personally, to gov. 
Houston, or intended to avail himself of his parliamen- 
tary peveeg. When I came to my desk, preparatory 
to writing the letter, I read over again the letter of Mr. 
Stanberry to me. I thought 1 the second reading of 
the letter, that it was sufficiently explicit that Mr. Stan- 
berry did mean to stand upon his parliamentary privi- 
lege; and that I ought to have nothing to do with it. I 
then, before I acted, thought it prudent to consult with 
some of my friends in the house, in relation to the course 
l ought to pursue, and did so. I showed the letter to a 
member of the house in whose judgment I had confi- 
dence, and his opinions concurred with my own as to the 
iety of delivering the letter over to gov. Houston; 
and having nothing further to do with it. ‘The last inter- 
pretation of the letter being deemed the true one, I then 
delivered over the letter of Mr. Stanberry to gov. Hous- 
ton, at the back of the speaker’s chair in the lobby. 
Gov. Houston read the letter in my presence, whilst 
I was standing by him, and commented upon it as he 
roceeded with the perusal, in harsh language, concern- 
ing Mr. Stanberry, as to various parts of his letter. 
I recollect particularly when he came to that part of 
the letter in which his own letter is described, as be- 
ing a letter signed Samuel Houston, he seemed very 
much provoked, and using some harsh epithet, that 
‘he would introduce himself to the damned rascal,” or 
some harsh epithet of that sort. He made comments 
on various s of the letter till he got through it. I 
do not recollect particularly all that he said, but in ge- 
neral he used very harsh epithets to Mr. Stanberry. 
After he had read over the letter, with a great many 
harsh observations towards Mr. Stanberry, he became 
extremely violent, and said “he would whip the damn- 
ed ra before he left the house.” This language he 
used two or three times. I then urged gov. Houston by 
all the arguments which presented themselves to my mind 
at the time, against the propriety of a course of that sort. 
What particular arguments I used I do not recollect; but 
among other ee I mentioned to him that it would be 
a contempt to the house. After I had said what seemed 
to me to be proper v. Houston resorted to a variety of 
arguments, to show that the cowrse which he proposed to 
pursue was a correct and proper course. He replied to 
my argument that it would be a contempt, that he would, 
“right the wrong, wherever it was given, even were it 
in the court of heaven.” A good deal was said between 
us, pro and con, in relation to the subject. It is impossi- 
ble that I should specify every thing that was said, but I 
think that this was the substance of the whole of what 
passed. I was about then to leave gov. Houston to take 
my seat in the house, when he stopped me, and ‘thank- 
me for what I had done for him,” and said that “I 
had acted right in delivering him the letter,” and he re- 
quested me to say to Mr. Stanberry that he would con- 
sider what would be the proper course for him to pursue 
hereafter. I then searched for Mr. Creighton in the 
house, for the purpose of conversing with him upon the 
subject, with a view of explaining to Mr. C. the course 
Thad taken on this subject individually; and also on the 
request of gov. H. to ask him to inform Mr. Stanberry 
that he would consider what course it would be proper 
hereafter to pursue. I could not find Mr. Creighton in 
the house; I discovered Mr. S. sitting in this part of the 
house, and invited him to walk into the lobby with me. 
I then explained to Mr. Stanberry what had taken place 
between gov. H. and myself when his letter to Mr. S. 
was first handed to me, and I also explained to him the 
difficulty I had as to the construction to be given to the 
letter received by me in reply to it. 1 mentioned the ap- 
oe which I had at first entertained that I should 
involved personally in the controversy, and the regret 
which I had felt at the idea of it. I also mentioned my 
consulting with my friends as to the construction to be 
put on the letter, and that I had delivered the letter over 
to gov. Houston, also mentioned gov. H’s request that I 
would inform Mr. Stanberry that he would consider what 


and I mentioned to Mr. S. that I then had done with it, or 
had washed my hands of it—that I intended to have no- 
thing further to do with the controversy between Mr. S. 
and gov. Li.; during the time of this narrative, Mr. S. I 
think interrupted me by speaking only twice to my recol- 
lection: whilst I was speaking of being personally involv- 
ed in the controversy, he remarked ‘‘that he would not 
have replied to gov. H’s letter at all, had it not been out 
of respect for me, or he thought I was entitled to it from 
him.”” The second time he interrupted me was whilst I 
was speaking of the difficulty of being personally involv- 
ed in case of the exception to gov. Houston being person- 
al; he remarked that he reserved that point for future 
consideration. Ido not recollect myself of any other facts 
that are material. After what I have already narrated, I 
did not consider myself to have any thing more to do 
with the matter, 

On motion of Mr. Clay, it was 

Ordered, That the further hearing of the trial of Sa- 
muel Houston be postponed until Siekdleg next the 23d 
inst. at 12 o’clock meridian. 
Whereupon Samuel Houston was remanded into the 
custody of the sergeant-at-arms, and withdrew from the 
bar of the house. 

Mr. Horace Everett submitted the following resolution, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the committee appointed to examine 
witnesses on the trial of Samuel Houston be directed to 
conduct the further prosecution of said trial on the part 
of this house; and that the speaker of this house be di- 
rected to issue subpoenas for such witnesses as said com- 
mittee may deem necessary. 

The said resolution was read, and pending the question 
thereon. 

The house adjourned to Monday next 11 o’clock, A. M. 

— BB Bt — 
PUBLIC LANDS. 
In senate of the United States, April 16, 1832. 
Read, and ordered to be printed, and that 5,000 addition- 
al copies be furnished for the use of the senate. 

Mr. Clay, from the committee on manufactures, made, 
to the senate, the following REponrT: 

The committee on manufactures have been instructed 
by the senate, to inquire into the expediency of reducing 
the price of the publie lands, and of ceding them to the 
several states within which they are situated, on reasona- 
ble terms. Far from desiring to assume the duty involy- 
ed in this important inquiry, it is known to the senate that 
a majority of the committee-was desirous that the subject 
should have been referred to some other committee. But, 
as the senate took a different view of the matter, the com- 
mittee on manufactures have felt bound to acquiesce in 
its decision; and, having bestowed on the whole subject 
the best consideration in their power, now beg leave to 
submit to the senate the result of their inquiries and re- 
flections. 

The public lands belonging to the general government 
are situated, Ist, within the limits of the United States, 
as defined by the treaty of peace which terminated the 
revolutionary war; and, 2dly, within the boundaries of 
Louisiana and Florida, as ceded by France and Spain, 
respectively, to the United States. 

ist. At the commencement of the revolutionary war, 
there were, in some of the states, large bodies of waste 
and unappropriated lands, principally west of the Alle- 
ghany mountains, and in the southern or southwestern 
quarters of the union, whilst in others, of more cireum- 
scribed or better defined limits, no such resource existed, 
During the progress of that war, the question was agitated 
what should be done with these lands in the event of its 
successful termination? ‘That question was likely to lead 
to paralyzing divisions and jealousies. The states not 
containing any considerable quantity of waste lands, con- 
tended that, as the war was waged with united means, 
with equal sacrifices, and at the common expense, the 
waste lands ought to be considered as a common property, 
and not be exclusively appropriated to the benefit of the 
particular states within which they happened to be situat- 
ed. These, however, resisted the claim, upon the ground 
that each state was entitled to the whole of the territory, 
whether waste or cultivated, included within its chartered 
limits. To check the progress of discontent, and arrest 
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question might lead, congress recommended to the states 
to make liberal cessions of the waste and unseated lands 
to the United States; and, on the 10th day of October, 
1780, ‘‘Ftesolved, ‘That the unappropriated lands that may 
be ceded or relinquished to the United States, by any par- 
ticular state, pursuant to the recommendation of congress 
of the 6th a of September last, shall be disposed ot for 
the common benefit of the United States,” &e. 

In conformity with the reeommendation of congress, 
the several states containing waste and uncultivated lands, 
made cessions of them to the United States. The declar- 
ed object having been substantially the same in all of these 
cessions, it is only necessary to advert to the terms of 
some of them. ‘The first, in order of time, was that of 
New York, made on the first day of March, 1781, by its 
delegation in congress, in pursuance of an act of the legis- 
lature of the state; and the terms of the deed of cession 
expressly provide, that the ceded lands and territories 
were to be held, “to and for the only use and benefit of 
such of the states as are, or shall become parties to the 
articles of confederation.” That of Virginia was the next 
in date, but, by far, the most important of all the cessions 
made by the different states, both as respects the extent 
and value of the country ceded. It comprehended the 
right of that commonwealth to the vast territory north- 
west of the river Ohio, embracing, but not confined to the 
limits of the present states of Ohio, Indiana and Illinois. 
The deed of cession was executed by the delegation of 
Virginia in congress in 1784, agreeably to an act of the 
legislature passed in 1783; and, among other conditions, 
the deed explicitly declares, ‘that all the lands within the 
territory so ceded to the United States, and not reserved 
for or appropriated to any of the beforementioned pur- 
poses, or disposed of in bounties to the officers and sol- 
diers of the American army, shall be considered a com- 
mon fund for the use and benefit of such of the United 
States as have become, or shall become, members of the 
confederation or federal alliance of the said states, Vir- 
gia inclusive, according to their usual respective pro- 

ortions in the general charge and expenditure, and shall 

e faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, 
and for no other use or purpose whatsoever.” Passing 
by the cessions which other states, prompted by a mag- 
nanimous spirit of union and patriotism, successively 
made, we come to the last in the series, that of the state 
of Georgia in 1802. ‘The articles of agreement and ces- 
sion entered into between that state and the United States, 
among various other conditions, contain the unequivocal 
deciaration, ‘‘that all the lands ceded by this agreement 
to the United States shall, after satisfying the abovemen- 
tioned payment of one million two hundred and _ fifty 
thousand dollars to the state of Georgia, and the grants 
recognised by the preceding conditions, be considered as 
acommon fund for the use and benefit of the United States, 
Georgia included, and shall be faithfully disposed of for 
that purpose, and for no other use or purpose whatever.” 

Thus, by the clear and positive terms of these acts of 
cession, was a great, public, national trust created and 
assumed by the general government. It became solemnly 
bound to hold aud administer the lands ceded, as a com- 
mon fund for the use and denefit of all the states, and for 
no-other use or purpose whatever. “lo waste or misapply 
this fund, or to divert it from the common benefit for 
which it was conveyed, would be a violation of the trust. 
The general government has no more power, rightfully, 
to cede the lands thus acquired to one of the new states, 
without a fair equivalent, than it could retrocede them to 
the state or states from which they were originally ob- 
tained. There would indeed be much more equity in the 
latter than in the former case. Nor is the moral respon- 
sibility of the general government at all weakened by the 
consideration that, if it were so unmindful of its duty as 
to disregard the sacred character of the trust, there might 
be no competent power, peacefully applied, which could 
coerce its faithful execution. 

2d. The other source whence the public lands of the 
United States have been acquired, are, 1st, the treaty of 
Louisiana, concluded in 1802, and, 2dly, the treaty of 
Florida signed in 1819. By the first, all the country west 
of the Mississippi, and extending to the Pacifie ocean, 
known as Louisiana, which had successively belonged to 
France, Spain, and France again, including the island of 
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Perdido, was transferred to the United States, in consi. 
deration of the sum of fifteen millions of dollars, whic} 
they stipulated to pay, and have since punctually paid, tg 
France, besides other conditions deemed favorable and 
important to her interests. By the treaty of Florida, bot) 
the provinces of East and West Florida, whether any por- 
tion of them was or was not actually comprehended with. 
in the true limits of Louisiana, were ceded to the United 
States in consideration, besides other things, of the pay. 
ment of five millions of dollars which they agreed to pay 
and have since accordingly paid. ia 

The large pecuniary considerations thus paid to these 
two foreign powers, were drawn from the treasury of the 
people of the United States; and, consequently, the coun- 
tries for which they formed the equivalents, ought to be 
held and deemed for the common benefit of all the people 
of the United States. ‘To divert the lands from that ge 
neral object; to misapply or sacrifice them; to squander 
or improviently cast them away; would be alike su}. 
versive of the interests of the people of the United States, 
and contrary to the plain dictates of the duty by which 
the general government stands bound to the states and to 
the whole people. 

Prior to the treaties of Louisiana and Florida, congress 
had adopted a system for surveying and selling the public 
lands, devised with much care and great deliberation, the 
advantages of which, having been fully tested by expe- 
rience, it was subsequently applied to the countries ac- 
quired by those treaties. According to that system, all 
public lands offered for sale, are previously accurately 
surveyed, by skilful surveyors, in ranges of townships of 
six miles square each, which townships are subdivided 
into thirty-six equal divisions or square miles, called sec- 
tions, by lines crossing each other at right angles, and ge- 
nerally containing 640 acres. ‘These sections are again 
divided into quarters, and, prior to the year 182V, no per- 
son could purchase a less quantity than a quarter. In that 
year, provision was made for the further division of the 
sections into eighths, thereby allowing a purchaser to buy 
only eighty acres, if he wished to purchase no more. 
During the present session of congress, further to extend 
accommodation to the purchasers of the public lands, and 
especially to the poorer classes, the sections have been 
again divided into sixteenths, admitting a purchase of only 
forty acres. 

‘This uniform system of surveying and dividing the pub- 
lic lands, applies to all the states and territories within 
which they are situated. Its great advantages are mani- 
fest. It insures perfect security of title and certainty of 
boundary, and consequently avoids those perplexing land 
disputes, the worst of all species of litigation, the dis- 
tressing cffeets of which have been fatally experienced in 
some of the western states. But these are not the only 
advantages, great as they unquestionably are. The sys- 
tem lays the foundation of useful civil institutions, the 
benefit of which is not confined to the present generation, 
but will be transmitted to posterity. 

Under the operation of the system, thus briefly sketch- 
ed, the progress of the settlement and population of the 
publie domain of the United States has been altogether 
unexampled. Views which the committee will hereafter 
present, conclusively demonstrate that, whilst the spirit 
of free emigration should not be checked or counteracted, 
it stands in no need of any fresh stimulus, 

Before proceding to perform the specifie duty assigned 
to the committee by the senate, they had thought it de- 
sirable to exhibit some general views of this great national 
resource. For that purpose, a call, through the senate 
for information, has been made upon the executive branch 
of the government. A report has not yet been made; but, 
as the committee are desirous of avoiding any delay, not 
altogether indispensable, they have availed themselves of 


representatives, under date the 6th April, 1832, hereto 
annexed, marked A, and of such other information as was 
accessible to them. 

From that report, it appears that the aggregate of all 
sums of money which have been expended by the United 
States in the acquisition of the public lands, including 
interest on account of the purchases of Louisiana and 
Florida, up to the 30th day of September, 1831, and in- 
cluding also expenses in their sale and management, 18 





New Orleans, and stretching east of the Mississippi to the 


$48,077,551 40; and that the amount of money received 
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at the treasury, for proceeds of the sales of the public 
Jands to the 30th September, 1831, is $37,272,715 31. 
The government, therefore, has not been reimbursed by 
$10,804,838 O09. According to the same report, it ap- 
year’s that the estimated amount of unsold lands, on which 
the foreign and Indian titles have been extinguished, is 
997,293,884 within the limits of the new states and terri- 
tories; and that the Indian title remains on 113,577,869 
acres within the same limits. That there have been 
granted to Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Alabama, for in- 
ternal improvements, 2,187,665 acres; for colleges, aca- 
demies and universities in the new states and territories, 
the quantity of 508,009; for education, being the thirty- 
sixth part of the public lands appropriated for common 
schools, the amount of 7,952,538 acres; and for seats of 
overnment in some of the new states and territories, 
21,589 acres. By a report of the commissioner of the 
general land office, communicated to congress with the 
annual message of the president of the United States in 
December, 1827, the total quantity of the public lands, 
beyond the boundaries of the new states and territories, 
was estimated to be 750,000,000. The aggregate, there- 
fore, of all the unsold and unappropriated public lands of 
the United States, surveyed and unsarveyed, on which the 
Indian title remains or has been extinguished, lying with- 
in, and without the boundaries of the new states and ter- 
ritories, agreeably to the two reports now referred to, is 
1,090,871,753 acres. There had been 138,988,224 acres 
surveyed, and the quantity only of 19,239,412 acres sold 
up to the Ist January, 1826. When the information called 
for shall be received, the subsequent surveys and sales up 
to the present period will be ascertained. 

The committee are instructed by the senate to inquire 
into the expediency of reducing the price of the public 
lands, and also of ceeding them to the several states in 
which they are situated on reasonable terms. ‘The com- 
mittee will proceed to examine these two subjects of in- 
quiry distinctly, beginning first with that which relates to 
a reduction of price. 

I. According to the existing mode of selling the publie 

lands, they are first offered at public auction for what 
they will bring in a free and fair competition among the 
yurchasers; when the public sale cease, the lands remain- 
ing unsold may be bought, from time to time, at the es- 
tablished rate of one dollar and a quarter per acre. The 
price was reduced to that sum in 1820, from $2 per aere, 
at which it had previously stood from the first establish- 
ment of the present system of selling the public lands. 
A leading consideration with congress in the reduction of 
the price, was that of substituting cash sales for the cre- 
dits which had been before allowed, and which, on many 
accounts, it was deemed expedient to abolish. <A further 
reduction of the price, if called for by the public interests, 
must be required, either, Ist. Because the government 
now demands more than a fair price for the public lands; 
or, 2dly. Because the existing price retards, injuriously, 
the settlement and population of the new states and ter- 
ritories. ‘These suggestions deserve separate and serious 
consideration, 

1. The committee possess no means of determining the 
exact value of all the public lands now in market; nor is 
it material, at the present time, that the precise worth of 
each township or section should be accurately known. 
It is presumable that a considerable portion of the im- 
mense quantity offered to sale, or held by the United 
States, would not now command, and may not be intrin- 
Sically worth the minimum price fixed by law; on the 
other hand, it is certain that a large partis worth more. If 
there could be a discrimination made, and the govern= 
ment had any motive to hasten the sales beyond the re- 
gular demands of the population, it might be proper to 
establish different rates, according to the classes of land; 
but the government having no inducement to such acee- 
leration, has hitherto proceeded on the liberal policy of 
establishing a moderate price, and by subdivisions of the 
sections so as to accomodate the poorer citizens, has plac- 
ed the aequisition of a home within the reach of every in- 
dustrious man. For $100 any one may now purchase 
eighty, or for $50, forty acres of first rate land, yielding, 
with proper cultivation, from fifty to eighty bushels of In- 
dian corn, per acre, or other equivalent crops. 

here isno more satisfactory criterion of the fairness of 
the price of an article, than that arising from the brisk- 
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ness of sales when it is offered in the market. On ap- 
plying this rule, the conelusion would seem to be irresis- 
tible, that the established price is not too high. The 
amount of the sales in the year 1828, was, $1,018,308 75; 
1829, $1,517,175 13; in 1830, $2,329,356 14; and, during 
the year 1831, $3,000,000, And the secretary of the trea- 
sury observes in his annual report, at the commencement 
of this session, that ‘*the receipts from the public lands, 
during the present year, it will be perceived, have like- 
wise » Bead ot the estimates, and indeed have gone beyond 
all former example. It is believed that, notwithstanding 
the large amount of scrip and forfeited land stock that 
may still be absorbed in payment for lands, yet if the sur- 
veys now projected be completed, the receipts from this 
source of revenue will not fall greatly below those of the 
present year.’’ And he estimates the receipts during the 
current year, from this source, at three millions of dol- 
lars. It is incredible to suppose that the amount of sales 
would have risen to so large a sum, if the price had been 
unreasonably high. The committee are aware that the 
annual receipts may be expected to fluctuate, as fresh 
lands, in favorite districts, are brought into market, and 
according tothe activity or sluggishness of emigration in 
different years. 

Against any considerable reduction of the price of the 
public lands, unless it be necessary to a more rapid po- 
pulation of the new states, which will be hereafter ex- 
amined, there are weighty, if not decisive considerations: 

1. ‘The government is the proprietor of much the larg- 
est quantity of the unseated lands of the United States. 
What it has in market, bears a large proportion to the 
whole of the occupied lands within theirlimits. If acon- 
siderable quantity of any article, land, or any commodi 
whatever, is in market, the price at which it is sold, will 
affect, in some degree, the value of the whole of that ar- 
ticle, whether exposed to sale or not. The influence ofa 
reduction of the price of the public lands would probably 
be felt throughout the union; certainly in all the western 
states, and most in those which contain, or are nearest to, 
the public lands. There ought to be the most cogent and 
conclusive reasons for adopting a measure which might 
seriously impair the value of the property of the yeomanry 
of the country. Whilst it isdecidedly the most impor- 
tant class in the community, most patient, patriotic and 
acquiescent in whatever public policy is pursued, it is un- 
able or unwilling to resort to those means of union and 
concert which other interests employ to make themselves 
heard and respected. Government should, therefore, 
feel itself constantly bound to guard, with sedulous care, 
the rights and welfare of the great body of our yeomanry. 
W ould it be just towards those who have heretofore pur- 
chased publie lands at higher prices, to say ayy be to 
the residue of the agricultural interests of the United 
States, to make such a reduction, and thereby impair the 
value of their property? Ought not any such plan of re- 
duction, if adopted, to be accompanied with compensa- 
tion for the injury which they would inevitably sustain? 

2. A material reduction of price would excite and sti- 
mulate the spirit of speculation, now dormant, and pro- 
bably lead to a transfer of vast quantities of the public 
domain from the control of government to the hands of 
the speculator. At the existing price, and with such ex- 
tensive districts as the public constantly offers in the 
market, there is no great temptation to speculation. The 
demand is regular, keeping pace with the progress of 
emigration, and is supplied on known and moderate 
terms. If the price were much reduced, the strongest 
incentives to engrossment of the better lands would be 
presented to large capitalists; and the emigrant, instead 
of being able to purchase from his own government upon 
uniform and established conditions, might be: compelled 
to give much higher and more fluctuating prices to the 
speculator. An illustration of this effect is afforded by 
the military bounty lands granted during the late war. 
Thrown into the market at prices below the government 
rate, they notoriously became an object of speculation, 
and have principally fallen into the hands of speculators, 
retarding the settlement of the districts which include 
them. 

3. The greatest emigration that is believed now to 
take place from any of the states, is from Ohio, Ken- 
tucky and ‘Tennessee. The effects of a material reduc- 
tion in the price of the public lands, would be, Ist. To 
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lessen the value of real estate in those three states. 2d. 
diminish their interest in the public domain, as a common 
fund for the benefit of all the states. And, 3dly. To of- 
fer what would operate as a bounty to further emigration 
from those states, occasioning more and more lands, sit- 
uated within them, to be thrown into the market, thereby 
not only lessening the value of their lands, but draining 
them both of their population and currency. 

And, lastly, congress, has, within a few years, made 
large and liberal grants of the public lands to several 
states. "To Ohio 922,937 acres; to Indiana, 384,728 acres; 
to Illinois, 480,000 acres; and to Alabama, 400,000 acres; 
amounting, together, to 2,187,665 acres. Considerable 
portions of these lands yet remain unsold. The redue- 
tion of the price of the public lands, generally, would 
impair the value of those grants, as well as injuriously 
sn that of the lands which have been sold in virtue of 

1em. 

On the other hand, it is inferred and contended, from 
the large amount of public land remaining unsold, after 
having been so long exposed to sale, that the price at 
which it is held is too high. But this apparent tardiness 
is satisfactorily explained by the immense quantity of pub- 
lic lands which have been put into the market by govern- 
ment. It is well known that the new states have con- 
stantly and ce por | pressed the extinction of the Indian 
title upon lands within their respective limits; and, after 
its extinction, that they should be brought into market 
as rapidly as practicable. The liberal policy of the ge- 
neral government, coinciding with the wishes of the new 
states, has prompted it to satisfy the wants of emi- 
granis from every part of the union, by exhibiting vast 
districts of land for sale, in all the states and territories, 
thus offering every variety of climate and situation to the 
free choice of settlers. From these causes, it has result- 
ed that the power of emigration has been totally incom- 

etent to absorb the immense bodies of waste lands of- 
fered in the market. For the capacity to purchase is, 
after all, limited by the emigration, and the progressive 
increase of population. If the quantity thrown into the 
market had been quadrupled, the probability is that there 
would not have been much more annually sold than ac- 
tually has been. With such extensive felds for selec- 
tion before them, purchasers, embarrassed as to the choice 
which they should make, are sometimes probably influ- 
enced by caprice or accidental causes. Whilst the better 
lands remain, those of secondary value will not be purchas- 
ed. A judicious farmer or planter would sooner give one 
dollar and a quarter per acre for first rate land, than re- 
ceive as a donation land of inferior quality, if he were 
compelled to settle upon it. 

It is also contended that the price of the public land is 
a tax; and that at a period when, in consequence of the 
payment of the public debt and the financial prosperity of 
the United States, the government is enabled to dispense 
with revenue, that tax ought to be reduced, and the re- 
venue arising fiom the sales be thereby diminished. In 
the first place, it is to be observed that if, as has been be- 
fore stated, the reduction of the price of the public lands 
should stimulate speculation, the consequence would pro- 
bably be, at least for some years, an augmentation of the 
revenue from that source. Should it have the effect of 
speculation supposed, it would probably also retard the 
settlement of the new states, by placing the lands engross- 
ed by speculators, in anticipation of increased value, be- 
yond the reach of emigrants. If it were true that the 
price demanded by government operated as a tax, the 

uestion would still remain whether that price exceeded 
the fair value of the land which emigrants are in the ha- 
bit of purchasing? and, if it did not, there would be no 
just ground for its reduction. And assuming it to be a 
tax, it might be proper to inquire who pays the tax? the 
new or the old states—the states that send out, or the 
states that receive the emigrants? In the next place, re- 
garded as a tax, those who have heretofore made pur- 
chases at the higher rate, have already paid the tax, and 
are as much deserving the equitable consideration of the 
government as those who might hereafter be disposed to 
yurchase at the reduced rate. It is proper to add that, 

y the repeal and reduction contemplated of duties upon 
articles of foreign import, subsequent purchases of the 
public lands, as far they are consumers of those articles, 
will share in the general relief, and will consequently be 





————$ ys 
enabled to apply more of the means to the purchase of 
land. 

But in no reasonable sense can the sale of the public 
lands be considered as the imposition of a tax. The go. 
vernment, in their disposal, acts as a trustee for the whole 
people of the United States, and, in that character, holds 
and offers them in the market. Those who want them 
buy them, because it is their inclination to buy them, 
There is no compulsion in the case. The purchase js 
perfectly voluntary, like that of any other article which js 
offered in the market. In ae the purchaser looks 
exclusively to his own interest. ‘The motive of augment. 
ing the public revenue, or any other motive than that of 
his own advantage, never enters into his consideration, 
The government, therefore, stands to the purchaser jy 
the relation merely of the vendor of a subject which the 
purchaser’s own welfare prompts him to acquire; and, jn 
this respect, does not ae from the relation which exists 
between any private vendor of waste lands, and the pur. 
chaser from him. Nor does the wse to which the goverp. 
ment may think proper to apply the proceeds of the sale 
of the public lands give the smallest strength to the idea 
that the purchase of them is tantamount to the payment 
ofa tax. The government may employ those proceeds 
as apart of its ordinary revenue, or it may apply them in 
any other manner, consistent with the constitution, which 
itdeems proper. Revenue and taxation are not always 
relative terms. There may be revenue without taxation, 
There may be taxation without revenue. There may be 
sources of established revenue which not only do not in- 
ply, but which supersede, taxation. Is the consideration 
paid for land to a private individual to be deemed a tay, 
because that individual may happen to-use it as a part of 
his income? 

2. Is the reduction of the price of the public lands ne- 
cessary to aceclerate the settlement and population of the 
states within which they are situated? ‘Those states are 
Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, Missouri, Alabama, Mississippi 
and Louisiana. If their growth has been unreasonably 
slow and tardy, we may conclude that some fresh in- 
pulse, such as that under consideration, is needed. — Prior 
to the treaty of Greenville, concluded in 1795, there were 
but few settlements within the limits of the present state 
of Ohio. Principally since that period, that is, withina 
term of about forty years, that state, from a wilderness, 
the haunt of savages and wild beasts, has risen into a pow- 
erful commonwealth, containing, at this time, a popula- 
tion of a million of souls, and holding the third or fourth 
rank among the largest states in the union. During the 
greater part of that term, the minimum price of the pub- 
lic lands was two dollars per acre; and of the large quan- 
tity with which the settlement of that state commenced, 
there only remain to be sold 5,586,834 acres. 

The aggregate population of the United States, exclu- 
sive of the territories, increased from the year 1820 to 
1830, from 9,579,873 to 12,716,697. The rate of the in- 
crease, during the whole term of ten years, including 
fraction, may be stated at thirty-three per cent. The 
principle of population is presumed to have full scope 
generally in all parts of the United States. Any state, 
therefore, which has exceeded or fallen short of that rate, 
may be fairly assumed to have gained or lost, by emigra 
tion, nearly to the extent of the excess or deficiency. 
From a table accompanying this report, (marked B) the 
senate will see presented various interesting views of the 
progress of population in the several states. In that table, 
it will be seen that each of eleven states exceeded, and 
each of thirteen fell short of an increase at the average 
rate of thirty-three per cent. The greatest increase, dur 
ing the term, was in the state of Illinois, where it was one 
hundred and eighty-five per cent., or at the rate of 18} 
per cent. per annuum; and the least was in Delaware, 
where it was less than six per cent. The seven states 
embracing the public lands, had a population, in 1820, of 
1,207,165, and, in 1830, 2,238,802, exhibiting an average 
increase of 85 per cent. The seventeen states containing 
no part of the public lands, had a population, in 1820, of 
8,372,707, and, in 1830, of 10,477,895, presenting 40 
average increase of only 25 per cent. The thirteen states, 
whose inerease, according to the table, was below 33 per 


cent. contained, in 1820, a population of 5,939,759, and, 


in 1830, of 6,966,600, exhibiting an average increase 
only seventeen per cent. The increase of the seven new 
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on a capital which, at the commencement of the 

= ec 1,207,165, has been greater than that of the 
thirteen, whose capital then was 5,939,759. In three of 
the eleven states, (Tennessee, Georgia and Maine), whose 
pulation excee ed the average increase of 33 per cent., 
there were public lands belonging to those states; and in 
the fourth, (New York), the excess is probably attributa- 
ple to the rapid growth of the city of New York, to waste 
Jands in the western part of that state, and to the great 


© developement of its vast resources by means of extensive 
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internal improvements. bho 
‘These authentic views of the progress of population in 
the seven new states, demonstrate that it is most rapid 
and gratifying; that it needs no such additional stimulus 
asa farther reduction in the price of the public lands; and 


= that, by preserving and persevering in the established sys- 


tem for selling them, the day is near at hand when those 
states, now respectable, may become great and powertul 
members of the confederacy. 

Complaints exist in the new states, that large bodies of 
lands in their respective territories, being owned by the 
general government, are exempt from taxation to mect 


the ordinary expenses of the state governments, and other 
_ Jocal charges; that this exemption continues for five years 


after the sale of any particular tract; and that land, being 
the principal source of the revenue of those states, an un- 


~ due share of the burthen of sustaining the expenses of the 
state governments falls upon the resident population. 


To 
all these complaints, it may be answered that, by volun- 
tary compacts between the new states respectively, and 
the general government, five per cent. of the nett proceeds 
of all the sales of the public lands, included within their 
limits, are appropriated for internal improvements, lead- 
ing to or within those states; that a section of land in each 
township, or one-thirty-sixth part of the whole of the pub- 
lic lands embraced within their respective boundaries, has 
been reserved for purposes of education; and that the po- 
licy of the general government has been uniformly mark- 
ed by great liberality towards the new states, in making 
various and some very extensive grants of the public lands, 
for local purposes. But, in accordance with the same 
spirit of liberality, the committee would recommend an 
appropriation to each of the seven states referred to, of a 
further sum of ten per cent. on the nett proceeds of the 
sales of that part of the public land which lies within it, 


\ for objects of internal improvement in their respective 
» limits. The tendency of such an appropriation will be 


not only to benefit those states, but to enhance the value 


+ of the public lands remaining to be sold. 


Il. The committee have now to proceed to the other 


~ branch of the inquiry which they were required to make, 
> that of the expediency of ceding the public lands to the 


several states in which they are situated, on reasonable 
terms. ‘The inquiry comprehends, in its consequences, a 


> cession of the whole public domain of the United States, 


whether lying within or beyond the limits of the present 
states and territories. For, although in the terms of the 


~ inquiry, it is limited to the new states, cessions to them 
- would certainly be followed by similar eessions to other 


new states, as they may, from time to time, be admitted 
into the union. ‘Three of the present territories have 
nearly attained the requisite population entitling them to 

received as members of the confederacy, and they 
shortly will be admitted. Congress could not consistert- 
ly avoid ceding to them the public lands within their 
limits, after having made such cessions to the other states. 

‘he compact with the state of Ohio formed the model of 
compacts with all the other new states as they were suc- 
cessively admitted. 

Whether the question of a transfer of the public lands 
be considered in the limited, or more extensive view of 
it which has been stated, it is one of the highest im- 
portance, and demanding the most deliberate considera- 
tion. From the statements founded on official reports, 
made in the preceding part of this report, it has been 
seen, that the quantity of unsold and unappropriated 
lands lying within the limits of the new states and ter- 
ritories, is 340,871,753 acres, and the quantity beyond 
those limits is 750,000,000, presenting an aggregate of 
1,090,871,753 acres. It is diffieult to conceive a ques- 
tion of greater magnitude than that of relinquishing this 
immense amount of national property. Estimating its 
value according to the minimum price, it presents the 
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enormous sum of 1,363,589,691 dollars. If it be said 
that a large portion of it will never command that price, 
it is to be observed, on the other hand, that, as fresh 
lands are brought into market and exposed to sale at 
public auction, many of them sell at prices exceedin 

one dollar aud a quarter per acre. Supposing the public 
lands to be worth, on the average, one-half of the minu= 
mum price, they would still present the immense sum 
of 681,794,845 dollars. The least favorable view which 
can be taken of them, is that of considering them a ca- 
pital yielding, at present, an income of three millions of 
dollars annually. Assuming the ordinary rate of six per 
cent. interest per annum, as the standard to ascertain the 
amount of that capital, it would be fifty millions of dol- 


lars. But this income has been progressively inereas- 
ing. ‘The average increase during the six last years has 


been at the rate of twenty-three per cent. per annum. 
Supposing it to continue in the same ratio, at the end of 
a little more than four years the income would be doue 
bled, and make the capital 100,000,000 of dollars. Whilst 
the population of the United States inereases only three 
per cent. per annum, the increase of the demand for the 
public lands is at the rate of 23 per cent. furnishing ano- 
ther evidence that the progress of emigration, and the 
activity of sales, have not been checked by the price de- 
manded by government. 

In whatever light, therefore, this great subjeet is view- 
ed, the transfer of the public lands from the whole peo- 
ple of the United States for whose benefit they are now 
held, to the people inhabiting the new states, must be 
regarded asthe most momentous measure ever presented 
to the consideration of congress. If such a measure could 
find any justification, it must arise out of some radical 
and incurable defect in the construction of the general go- 
vernment properly to administer the public domain. But 
the existence of any such defect is contradicted by the 
most successful experience. No branch of the public 
service has evinced more system, uniformity and wis- 
dom, or given more general satisfaction, than that of the 
administration of the public lands, 

If the proposed cession to the new states were to be 
made at a fair price, such as the general government 
could obtain from individual purchasers under the pre- 
sent system, there would be no motive for it, unless the 
hew states are more competent to dispose of the public 
lands than the common government. ‘They are now sold 
under one uniform plan, regulated and controlled by a 
single legislative authority, and the practical operation is. 
pertectly understood. If they were transferred to the 
new states, the subsequent disposition would be according 
to laws emanating from various legislative sources. Com-< 
petition would probably arise between the new states in 
the terms which they would offer to purchasers, Each 
state would be desirous of inviting the greatest number of 
emigrants, not only for the laudable purpose of populat- 
ing rapidly its own territories, but with the view to the 
acquisition of funds to enable it to fulfil its engagements: 
to the general government. Collisions between the states 
would probably arise, and their injurious consequences 
may be imagined. A spirit of hazardous speculation 
would be engendered. Various schemes in the new states 
would be put afloat to sell or divide the public lands.— 
Companies and combinations would be formed in this. 
country, if not in foreign countries, presenting gigantie 
and tempting, but delusive projects; and the history of 
legislation, in some of the states of the union, admonishes 
us that a too ready ear is sometimes given by a majority, 
in a legislative assembly, to such projects. 

A decisive objection to such a transfer for a fair equi- 
valent, is, that it would establish a new and dangerous re= 
lation between the general government and the new states, 
In abolishing the credit which had been allowed to pur- 
chasers of the public lands, prior to the year 1820, con- 
gress was principally governed by the consideration of the 
inexpedieney and hazard of accumulating a large amount 
of debt in the new states, all bordering on each other.— 
Such an accumulation was deemed unwise and unsafe. It 
presented a new bond of interest, of sympathy, and of 
union, partially operating to the possible prejudice of the 
common bond of the whole union. But that debt was a 
debt due from individuals, and it was attended with this 
encouraging security, that purchasers, as they suecessive- 
ly completed the payments for their lands, would natu- 
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rally, be disposed to aid the government in enforcing pay- 
ment from delinquents. The project, which the coms 
mittee are now considering, is, to sell to the states, in 
their sovereign character, and, consequently, to render 
them public debtors to the general government to an im- 
mense amount. This would inevitably create between 
the debtor states a common feeling, and a common inte- 
rest, distinct from the rest of the union. These states 
are all in the western and southwestern quarter of the 
union, remotest from the centre of federal power. The 
debt would be felt as a load from which they would con- 
stantly be desirous to relieve themselves; and it would 
operate as a strong temptation, weakening, if not dange- 
rous, to the existing confederacy. ‘The committee have 
the most animating hopes, and the greatest confidence in 
the strength and power and durability of our happy union; 
and the attachment and warm affection of every member 
of the confederacy cannot be doubted: but we have au- 
thority, higher than human, for the instruction, that it is 
wise to avoid all temptation. 

In the state of Hlinois, with a population, at the late 
census, of 157,445, there are 31,395,969 acres of public 
land, including that part on which the Indian title re- 
mains to be extinguished. If we suppose it to be worth only 
half the minimum price, it would amount to $19,622,480. 
How would that state be able to pay such an enormous 
debt?) How could it pay even the aunual interest upon it? 

Supposing the debtor states fail to comply with their 
engagements, in what mode could they be enforced by 
the general government? In treaties between indepen- 
dent nations, the ultimate remedy is well known. ‘The 
apprehension of an appeal to that remedy, seconding the 
sense of justice, and the regard for character which pre- 
yail among Christian and civilized nations, constitutes, ge- 
nerally, adequate security for the performance of na- 
tional compacts. But this last remedy would be totally 
inadmissible in case of delinquency on the part of the 
debtor states. The relations between the general go- 
vernment and the members of the confederacy, are hap- 
pily those of peace, friendship and fraternity; and exclude 
all idea of foree and war. Could the judiciary coerce 
the debtor states? On what could their process operate ? 
Could the property of innocent citizens, residing within 
the limits of those states, be justly seized by the general 
government, and held responsible for debts contracted by 
the states themselves in their sovereign character? If a 
mortgage upon the lands ceded, were retained, that mort- 
gage would prevent or retard subsequent sales by the 
states; and, if individuals bought, subject to the eneum- 
brance, a parental government could never resort to the 
painful measure of disturbing them in their possessions. 

Delinquency, on the part of the debtor states, would 
be inevitable, and there would be no effectual remedy for 
the delinquency. ‘They would come, again and again to 
congress, soliciting time and indulgence; until, finding 
the weight of the debt intolerable, congress, wearied by 
reiterated applications for relief, would finally resolve to 
spunge the debt; or, if congress attempted to enforce its 
payment, another and a worse alternative would be em- 
braced. 

If the proposed cession be made for a price merely 
nominal, it would be contrary to the express conditions of 
the original cessions from primitive states to congress, 
and contrary to the obligations which the general govern- 
ment stands under to the whole people of the United 
States, arising out of the fact that the acquisitions of Loui- 
siana and Florida, and from Georgia, were obtained at a 
great expense, borne from the common treasure, and in- 
curred for the common benefit. Such a gratuitous cession 
could not be made without a positive violation of a solemn 
trust, and without manifest injustice to the old states. 
And its inequality among the new states would be as 
marked as its injustice to the old would be indefensible. 
Thus, Missouri, with a population of 140,455, would ac- 
quire 38,291,152 acres; and the state of Ohio, with a 
Rao of 935,884 would obtain only 5,586,834 acres. 
Supposing a division of the land among the citizens of 
those two states respectively, the citizen of Ohio would 
obtain less than six acres for his share, and the citizen of 
Missouri upwards of two hundred and seventy-two acres 
as his proportion. 

Upon dil and thorough consideration, the committee 
have come to the conclusion, that it is inexpedient to re- 


duce the price of the public lands, or to cede them to new 











states. ‘hey believe, on the contrary, that sound polic 
coincides with the duty which has devolved On the ge. 
neral government to the whole of the states, and the 
whole of the people of the union, and enjoins the preser. 
vation of the existing system as having been tried and ap. | 
proved after long and triumphant Me strom But, in 
consequence of the extraordinary financial prosper; 
which the United States enjoy, the question merits exam. 
nation, whether, whilst the general government stead 
retains the control of this great national resource in jt, 
own hands, after the payment of the public debt, the pro. 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands, no longer needed to 
meet the ordinary expenses of government, may not be 
beneficially appropriated to some other objects for a limit. 
ed time? 

Governments no more than individuals, should be se. 
duced or intoxicated by prosperity, however flattering o 
great it may be. ‘The country now happily enjoys it ing 
most unexampled degree. We have abundant reason ty 
be grateful for the blessings of peace and plenty, and free. 
dom from debt. But we must be forgetful of all history 
and experience, if we indulge the delusive hope that we 
shall always be exempt from calamity and reverses. Seq. 
sous of national adversity, of suffering, and of war, will 
assuredly come. A wise government should expect, and 
provide for them. Instead of wasting or squandering its 
resources in a period of general prosperity, it should hus. 
band and cherish them for those times of trial and diff. 
culty, which in the dispensations of Providence, may be 
certainly anticipated. Entertaining these views, and, as 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands are not 
wanted for ordinary revenue, which will be abundantly 
supplied from the imposts, the committee respectfully 
recommend that an appropriation of them be made to 
some other purpose, for a limited time, subjeet to be re- 
sumed, in the contingency of war. Should such an event 
unfortunately oceur, the fund may be withdrawn from its 
peaceful destination, and applied in aid of other means, 
to the vigorous prosecution of the war, and, afterwards, to 
the payment of any debt which may be contracted in con 
sequence of its existence. And, when peace shall be 
again restored, and the debt of the new war shall have 
been extinguished, the fund may be again appropriated 
to some fit object other than that of the ordinary expenses 
of government. Thus may this great resource be pre- 
served, and rendered subservient, in peace and in war, to 
the common benefit of all the states composing the union. 

The inquiry remains, what ought to be the specific ap- 
plication of the fund under the restriction stated? After 
deducting the ten per cent. proposed to be set apart for 
the new states, a portion of the committee would have 
preferred that the residue should be applied to the objects 
of internal improvement, and colonization of the free 
blacks, under the direction of the general government. 
But a majority of the committee believes it better, as an 
alternative for the scheme of cession to the new states, 
and as being most likely to give general satisfaction, that 
the residue be divided among the twenty-four states, ac 
cording to their federal representative population, to be 
applied to education, internal improvement, or coloniza- 
tion, or to the redemption of any existing debt contracted 
for internal improvements, as each state, judging for It- 
self, shall deem most conformable with its own interests 
and policy. Assuming the annual product of the sales of 
the public lands to be three millions of dollars, the table 
hereto annexed, marked C, shows what each state 
would be entitled to reeeive, according to the principle of 
division, which has been stated. In order that the pro- 
pricty of the proposed appropriation should again, at 4 
day not very far distant, be brought under the review of 
congress, the committee would recommend that it be li- 
mited to a period of five vears, subject to the condition of 
war not breaking outin the mean time. By an appropria- 
tion so restricted as to time, each state will be enabled to 
estimate the probable extent of its proportion, and to 
adapt its measures of education, improvement, or colon 
zation, or extinction of existing debt, aceordingly. 

In conformity with the viewsand principles which the 
committee have now submitted, they beg leave to report 
the accompanying bill, entitled, ‘‘an act to appropriate, 
for a limited time, the proceeds of the sales of the publis 
lands of the United States.” 
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PUBLIC LANDS. 


The following is a copy of the bill concerning the public lands 
reported by the committee on manufactures, to Whom that sub- 
ject was referred by a majority of the senate of the U. States! 


A bill to appropriate, for a limited time, the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands of the United States. 

Be it enacted by the senate and house of representatives 
of the United States of America in congress assembled, 

hat, from and after the thirty-first day of December 
next, there be allowed and paid to each of the states of 
Ohio, Indiana, [linois, Alabama, Missouri, Mississippi 
and Louisiana, over and above what each of the states is 
entitled to by the terms of the compacts entered into be- 
tween them, respectively, upon their admission into the 
union, and the U. States, the sum of ten per centum upon 
the nett amount of the sales of the public lands which, 
subsequent to the day aforesaid, shall be made within the 
several Jimits of the said states; which said sum of ten 

er centum shall be applied to some object or objeets of 
internal improvement within the said states, under the di- 
rection of their respective legislatures. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, after deduct- 
ing the said ten per centum, and what, by the compacts 
aforesaid, has hitherto been allowed to the states, aforesaid, 
the residue of the nett proceeds of all the public lands of 
the U. States, wherever situated, which shall be sold sub- 
sequent to the said thirty-first day of December next, shall 
be divided among the twenty-four states of the union, ac- 
cording to their respective federal representative popula- 
tion, as ascertained by the last census, to be applied by the 
legislatures of the said states to such objects of education, 
internal improvement, colonization, or reimbursement of 
any existing debt contracted for internal improvent, as the 
said legislatures may severally designate and authorise. 


See. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said seve- 
ral sums shall be paid at the treasury of the U. States, half 
yearly, to such person or persons as the respective legis- 
Gace of the said states may authorise and direet. 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That this act shall 
continue and be in foree for the term of five years from 
the said thirty-first day of December next, unless the U, 
States shall become involved in war with any foreign pow- 
er; in which event, from the commencement of hostilities, 
this act shall cease, and be no longer in foree: Provided, 
nevertheless, Vhat if prior to the expiration ofthis act, any 
new state or states shall be admitted into the union, the 
power is reserved of assigning, by law, to such new state 
or states, the proportion to which such state or states may 
be entitled, upon the principles of this act, and upon the 
principles of any of the compacts made as aforesaid with 
either of the seven states first mentioned. 


Letter from the secretary of the treasury, transmitting 
reports as to the quantity of public lands unsold: the 
quantity granted for internal improvements, education, 
and to charitable institutions; the amount paid for title 
to public lands; the expenses incurred in the sale of the 
public lands, and in settling titles of claimants, and the 
amount received for lands sold. 


Treusury department, April 6, 1832. 
Sir: In complianee with the two resolutions of the 
house of representatives, passed on the 25th of January 
last, in the following terms: 
‘* Resolved, That the secretary of the treasury be re- 


gee to furnish this house with a statement showing 


e quantity, in acres, of public land unsold at the time 
of the last quarterly return of sales, and within the limits 
of the several states and organised territories, distin- 
guishing that part to which the Indian title had been ex~ 
tinguished; also, the number of acres which have been 
a for internal improvements, education, or 
charitable institutions, showing, under separate heads, 
the quantity of land unsold in each state and territory, 
and to what states and territories, or bodies politic, grants 
of land have been made, and the quantity to each. 

** Resolved, That the secretary of the treasury inform 
this house what amount of money has been paid by the 
United States for the title to the public lands, including 
the ig pee made under the Louisiana and Florida trea- 
ties; the compact with Georgia; the settlement with the 
Yazoo claimants; the contracts with the several Indian 
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tribes, and the expenditures for compensation, to com- 
missioners, clerks, surveyors, and other officers employ- 
ed by the United States for the management and sale of 
the western domain; also, the gross amount of money re- 
ceived at the public treasury, as the proceeds of sales of 
public lands, and the sum still due from supposed solvent 
perevacseny” I have the honor to transmit a statement 
rom the commissioner of the general land office, marked 
(a), containing the information required by the first re- 
solution, and a statement from the register, marked b), 
containing that required by the second resolution, 


In answer to the inquiry respecting “the sum still due 
from supposed soivent purchasers,” I have to remark 
that, agreeably to law, all lands which had been further 
credited under the relief laws passed in the years 1821 
1822, and 1823, and which were not paid for on the 4th 
of July, 1829, have reverted to the United States, and the 
moneys paid thereon are declared to be forfeited. ‘There 
is, therefore, at the present time, no debt due from pur- 
chasers of public lands. I have the honor to be, very re- 
spectfully, your ob’t serv’t, LOUIS McLANE, 

Secretary of the treasury. 
To the hon. speaker of the house of reps. of the U. S&. 
(a.) 
Statement rendered in pursuance of a resolution of the 
house of representatives, of 25th January, 1822, 
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Gencral land office, April 2, 1832. 


ELIJAH HAYWARD. 
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b.) : 

Statement of the amount & money which has been paid | 
by the United States for the title to the public lands, 
including the payments made under the Louisiana and 
Florida treaties; the compact with Georgia; the settle- 
ment with the Yazoo clatmants; the contracts with the 
several Indian tribes; and the expenditures for com- 
pensation to commissioners, clerks, surveyors and other 
officers employed by the United States for the manage- 
ment and sale of the western domain; also the gross 
amount of money received at the public treasury, as 
the proceeds of sales of public lands; stated in pursu- 
ance of the resolution of the house of representatives of 
25th of January, 1832. a 
Payment on account of the purchase of Louisiana: 

Principal $14,984,872 28 

Interest on $11,250,000 8,529,353 43 





$23,514,225 71 
Payment on account of the purchase of Florida: 
Principal 4,985,599 82 

Interest to 30th Sept. 1831 1,265,416 67 





6,251,016 49 

Payment of compact with Georgia 1,065 ,484 06 

Payment of the settlement with the Yazoo 
claimants 

Payment of contracts with the several In- 

ian tribes, (all expenses on account of 
Indians), 

Payment of commissioners, clerks, and 
other officers employed by the United 
States for the management and sale of 
the western domain 


1,830,808 04 


11,852,182 56 


3,563,834 54 





$48,077,551 40 








Amount of money received at the treasu- 
, as the proceeds of public lands, to 
the 30th September, 1831 $37,272,713 31 
Treasury department, Register’s office, Feb. 7, 1852, 
. I. L. SMITH, register. 


A statement exhibiting various comparative views of the 
Eraprose of the population of the United States, and in 
different states, derived from the census of 1820, and 
the census of 1830. 


—_————— 





Population of the 24 states in 1820 
Do do. in 1830 
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24) 55,211) 157,445\20) Illinois 185.16} 102,234/10 
19} 127,901) 309,527/15| Alabama [142.00] 181,626) 6 
18| 147,178) 343,0351/13|Indiana [133.07] 195,853] 5 
23) 66,586 140,455/21| Missouri |110.93 73,869)15 
21) 75,448) 136,621/22) Mississip.| 81.07} 61,173]17 
9} 420,813) 681,904) 7! Tennessee] 62.04] 261,091] 4 

5| 581,434] 935,884] 4| Ohio 60.96] 354,450] 2 

11] 340,989) 516,823)10| Geeorgia | 51.56] 175,834] 7 
17| 153,407) 215,739]19| Louisiana | 40.63| 62,332116 
1)1,372,812) 1,913,131) 1] New York) 39.56] 540,319] 1 

12} 298,335) 399,437\12) Maine 33.88] 101,102\11 
3}1,049,313) 1,348,233) 2) Penn. 28.48) 298,920] 3 

6} 564,317) 687,917) 6| Kentucky | 21.90) 123,600) 9 

16, 235,764) 280,657/17| Vermont | 19.04] 44,893/18 
20| 83,059] 97,194:23]R. Island | 17.01) 14,135]93 
7| 523,287] 610,408] 8| Mass, 16.64] 87,121|13 

8} 502,741) 581,185) 9|S.Carolina) 15.60] 7844/14 

13} 277,575] 320,823;14|N. Jersey } 15.58] 43,248119 
4) 638,829) 737,987) 5)N. Carol. | 15.52} 99,158)12 

2)1,065,566) 1,211,405) 3) Virginia | 13.70) 146,039) 8 

15} 244,161 269, 328/18) N. amp.| 10.30)  25,167/21 
< 407,350) 447,040.11] Maryland | 09.74] —39,690\20 
14] 275,248 297,67 5/16 Conn. 08.14) 22,427/22 
22) 72,749 76,748/24| Delaware | 05.49 3,999)24 

9,579, 873|12,716,597 32.74|3,136,724 














Actual increase 3,136, 
i, 
Rate of inerease 32.74 
. . . oe 
Of the 11 states whose ratio of increase is 
greater in the annexed table than 32.74, 
the aggregate population was, in 1820 3,640,115 © 
Do. do, in 1830 5,749,997 
a 
Actual inerease 2,109, 883 
cilia 
Ratio of increase 57.96 
Guinan, n 
Of these 11 states, the 7 containing the pub- d 
lic domain had a population in 1820, of 1,207,165 N 
Do. do. 1830 2,238,718 \ 
————————— Rk 
Actual increase 1,031,537 C 
Se, N 
Ratio of inerease 85,45 N 
The remaining 4 of the 11, viz: Tennessee, Pp 
Georgia, N. York and Maine, had a po- LD 
pulation in 1820, of 2,432,949 " 
Do. do. 1830 3,511,205 BY 
 , 5 N 
Actual increase 1,078,345 s 
Rate of increase 4.32 Be / 
The 17 states having none of the public lands . | 
had a population in 1820, of 8,372,707 F  " 
Do. do. 1830 10,477,389) FB  | 
(onesies S ¢ 
Actual increase 2,105,188 ] 
ee . | 
Rate of increase 25.14 . 
ae 
The 13 states whose inerease according to 
the annexed table is below 32.74, hada 
— in 1820, of 5,939,759 
o. do. 1830, of 6,966,600 
Actual increase 1,026, 841 
Rate of increase 17.28 
In 1820, the population of the seven states containing 





the public lands, viz. Ulinois, Alabama, Indiana, Mis- 
souri, Mississippi, Ohio, and Louisiana, bore to the whole 
population of the United States, the proportion of 1. to 
7.95, or about 1-8. In 1830, it was 1. to 5.23, a little 
less than 1-5. 

In 1820, the population of the same seven states was to 

the population of the remaining 17 states as 1. to 6.94, or 
about 1-7. In 1830, it was as 1. to 4.68, more than 1-5, 
and nearly 3-10. 
In 1820, the population of the same seven states was to 
that of the remaining four of the 11 whose inerease is 
above the common ratio, viz. Tennessee, Georgia, New 
York and Maine, as 1. to 2.015, or something less than 
1-2. 1n1830, it wasas 1. to 1.55, or about 2-3. 

In 1820, the population of the same seven states was to 
that of the 13 states whose increase is below the common 
ration, as 1. to 4.92, or about 1-5. In 1830, it was 1. to 
3.11, or about 1-3. 

In 1820, the population of the seven land states was 
about 1-3 of the population of all the states. Their in- 
crease in 10 years, is to the whole increase as 1. to 3.04 
or about 1-3. 

In 1820, the population of these seven states was equal 
to about 1-7 of that of the other 17 states. The increase 
of the former in 10 years, is to that of the latter as 1. to 
2.04, about 1-2. 

In 1820, the population of these seven states equalled 
about 2-3 of that of the four other states whose increase is 
above the common ratio, viz. Tennessee, Georgia, New 
York and Maine. The increase of the former in 10 


years, is to that of the latter as 1. to 1.04, or very nearly 
equal, 





{n 1820, the population of these seven states was about 
1-5 of that of the 13 states whose increase is below the 
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common ratio. The increase of these former, in 10 years, 
is to that of the latter as 1. to 0,995, a little more than 


L. 
= C. 


Statewent showing the dividend of each state (according 
to its federal population) in the proceeds of the public 
lands, after ewe | therefrom fifteen per cent. as an 
additional dividend for the states in which the public 
land is situated. 

Estimated proceeds of lands $3,000,000; deduet 15 per 
nt., $450,000, and $2,550,000 remains to be divided 
mong all the states according to their population. 

Federal popu- Share in proceeds 





— lation 1830, of public lands, 
Maine, 399,437 $85,387 48 
New Hampshire, 269,326 57,573 71 
Massachusetts, 610,408 130,487 59 
Vermont, 280,657 59,995 93 
Rhode Island, 97,194 20,777 12 
Connecticut, 297,665 63,631 72 
New York, 1,918,553 410,128 29 
New Jersey, 319,922 68,389 59 

Pennsylvania, 1,348,072 288,176 64 
— Delaware, 75,432 15,202 93 
~ Maryland, 405,843 86,756 89 
s Virginia, 1,023,503 218,793 82 
~ North Carolina, 639,747 136,758 45 
~ South Carolina, 455,025 97,270 51 
Georgia, 429,811 91,880 52 
Alabama, 262,503 56,116 22 
Mississippi, 110,358 23,591 19 
Louisiana, 171,694 36,702 95 
‘Tennessee, 625,263 133,662 21 
Kentucky, 621,832 132,928 77 
Ohio, 935,884 200,063 54 
Indiana, 343,031 73,329 59 
Illinois, 157,147 33,593 25 
Missouri, 130,419 27,879 68 

11,928,731 

8 @ Otee— 


CASE OF SAMUEL HOUSTON. 

Journal of the house of representatives. 
Monday, April 23. ‘The hour of 12 o’clock meridian 
aving arrived— 

Samuel Houston, accompanied by his counsel, was 
placed at the bar of the house, and 

Mr. Cave Johnson, one of the members of the house 
rom the state of ‘Tennessee, was further examined and 
estified as follows: 

Question by the accused—Did Mr. Stanberry tell you 
What the statement of his remarks did not necessarily im- 
pute fraud to the accused? 

Answer—He did not. 

Question by Mr. Hawes—Was or was not gov. Hous- 
on very mild and decorous in his expression and conduct 
t the time he first presented the letter to you, and did 
ou not think that he felt himself seriously aggrieved by 
€ reflection contained in the speech and the manner of 
ts publication before its time in debate, and the note ap- 
ppended to the speech as it appeared in the newspapers? 

Answer—I did not observe any passion or feeling in re- 

ation to that matter on the part of gov. Houston at any 
me until on my delivery to him of Mr. Stanberry’s let- 
raddressed to me. I certainly thought he felt himself 
issrieved by the publication in the newspaper, but I do 
otremember he ever uttered in my presence any thing 
rom which that impression was drawn. 
Question by Mr. Vinton—When you delivered Mr. 
lanberry’s letter to Mr. H. did you inform him, Mr. 
Houston, that by your construction of the letter, he, Mr. 
» Insisted upon his privileges as a member of the house 
of representatives. 

Answer—1 informed governor H. of the difficulties that 
had in the first place, as to the construction of the letter. 
also informed him of the consultation I had had with a 
Member of the house, in relation to the construction, and 
of the construction which I and my friend had come to as to 
the meaning of the letter, which induced him, at the con- 
: clusion of our conversation, to thank me for what I had 

done; and he said I had acted correctly. 

_ Question by the committee—When Mr. Houston threat- 
ened to whip Mr. 8S. before he left the house, and you re- 




























monstrated against it, did the terms of your remonstrance 
point to the impropriety of assaulting him in the house, 
or to that of assailing him at all for what had passed? 

Answer—I think my remonstrance was placed upon the 
ground ofthe impropriety of assailing him in the house, 
and during the session of congress. ‘hat was the gene- 
ral seope of my argument, and I do not recollect that it 
went farther. 

Question by Mr. Bates, of Mass.—In that conversation, 
was any thing said of assaulting him elsewhere than in 
the house? 

Answer—tI do not recollect that there was any conversa- 
tion about assaulting him in any other place. 

Felix Grundy, a senator of the United States from the 
state of Tennessee, was then sworn on behalf of the accus- 
ed, and testified as follows: viz: 

Question by the accused—Was the accused at your 
room shortly before you heard of the meeting between 
the accused and Mr. Stanberry? When and with whom, 
and for what purpose did he leave your room? 

Answer—As well as I can judge, about thirty minutes 
before this occurrence took place, governor Houston was 
going along the passage into which the door of my room 
opens; the door was not entirely open or entirely closed. 
Mr. Buckner, who was sitting in my room, discovered 
that it was him, and asked him to come in, remarking 
that we were not conversing on any secret matters. Go- 
vernor H. came in, and seated himself. We conversed 
on several different subjects. Mr. Blair, who occupies 
an adjoining room, and could —T distinguish the voice 
of any one speaking in my room, being acquainted with 
governor H., shortly after came in likewise. ‘The conver- 
sation assumed a light pleasant character, and in which 
governor H.told some anecdotes, which amused usa good 
deal. In a short time, Mr. Buekner and Mr. Blair walk- 
ed out of the room. I was under the impression they 
had retired to their rooms, but discovered afterwards that 
they had not. Governor H. arose also. I asked him to 
remain. He said he must go home, as he had rested 
badly the night before. 1 knew no more of him until five 
or six minutes afterwards, Mr. Blair returned, and told 
me that governor H. had beaten Mr. S. Mr. Stanberry’s 
name was not mentioned by governor H. in my room. I 
did not think of him, and do not know whether any other 
person did, 

Question by the accused—Do you or do you not know 
that the accused is badly wounded, and disabled in his 
right arm; and is not that fact generally known to the 
persons acquainted with him? ; 

Answer—I have no knowledge on that subject for 
three years past; for governor H. has not lived near me 
for nearly that time. 1 know that since the year 1815, (1 
think my knowledge of him then commenced in Ten- 
nessee), he did labor under a severe injury in his right 
arm, in consequence, | believe, of a wound reecived 
whilst he was in the army. I do not know this myself: 
but the general impression was, that it disabled him. As 
to its being generally known by those acquainted with 
him, and by those within the limits of Tennesse, I ean 
speak with some certainty. Governor H. has been a 
candidate for publie favors at different times in that 
state, once for governor; and during the canvass, his 
friends have spoken freely of the cireumstance. | heard 
itoften talked of, as he was a candidate for public favor. 

Mexander Buckner, a senator of the United States 
from the state of Missouri, was then sworn in behalf of 
the accused, and testified as follows: viz. 

Question by the accused—Were you in company with 
the accused previous to, and at the time of, meeting with 
Mr. Stanberry? If yea, state the circumstances that pre- 
ceded and occurred at the meeting. j 

Answer—On the evening of the 13th, I think after tea 
was over, at my boarding house, I stepped into the room 
of Mr. Grundy; we sat there conversing for a few mo- 
ments. Gov. H. entered the outward door, and passed 
down the passage, intending, as I thought, to pass the door 
of Mr. Grundy, which was rn open at that time. As 
he came opposite the door he halted and looked in. I 
spoke to him, and asked him into the room; we indulged 
awhile in idle, playful conversation. Mr. Blair, who was 
in the adjoining room, in a few minutes stepped in also. 
Gov. Houston was relating some anecdotes, which occu- 
pied our attention some fifteen or twenty minutes, when 
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Mr. Blair and myself rose to retire. We walked out of 
the room, it being a very fine evening, and turned care- 
lessly towards the outward door, not having any particu- 
lar object in view. Gov. Houston came after us, and as 
he stepped out of the door, took each of us by the arm, 
one on each side of him, and bore us up the avenue. We 
continued in light conversation, walking slowly, till we 
came to the cross street which runs up to the city hall, 


ee 
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across the avenue at the end of the brick pavement; when 
we got to that place, Mr. Blair observed that we had 
gone far enough; we had gone half way with Houston, 
and that to be polite he ought to go back with us. Hous- 
ton answered no; saying, I think, that he had company, 
and must go back: At that time we all faced about, Hous- 
ton was rather in the rear, Mr. Blair a little in the ad- 
vance on the right. After we faced about, Mr. Biair 
moved off very briskly without waiting for me to go with 
him. I was surprised at this movement, and asked Hous- 
ton what makes Blair go off so fast. Houston was stand- 
ing not directly facing the palings, but rather quartering 
towards it, and quartering to me; without answering my 
question, he appeared to shift the position of his feet. I 
saw nothing at the time, but soon discovered a gentleman 
coming across the avenue, and pretty near to us, and 
near to the pavement; at the time I did not recognise the 
individual when I first observed him, but as he approach- 
ed nearer and was in the act of putting his foot upon the 
pavement, I discovered it to be Mr. Stanberry. It oc- 
curred immediately to me that there would be a difficulty 
between them, having understood previously that there 
had been dissatisfaction between them. Houston did not 
reply to my question. As Stanberry approached nearer, 
he appeared to halt in his place. Houston asked if that 
was Mr. Stanberry; he replied, very politely, and bow- 
ing at the same time, ‘Yes, sir;”? then, said Houston, you 
are the damned rascal; and with that struck him with a 
stick which he held in his hand. Stanberry threw up his 
hands over his head and staggered back, his hat fell off, 
and he exclaimed, ‘*Oh, don’t.””>. Houston continued to 
follow him up, and continued to strike him. After re- 
ceiving several severe blows, Stanberry turned, as | 
thought, to run off. Houston at that moment sprung up- 
on him in the rear, Stanberry’s arms hanging down, ap- 
parently defenccless. He seized him and attempted to 
throw, him but was notable to do so. Stanberry carried 
him about on the pavement some little time, whether he 
extricated himself, or Houston thrust him from him, lam 
not able to determine. I thought he thrust him from 
him; ashe passed him, he struck him and gave him a 
trip, Stanberry fell; when he fell he still continued to 
halloo; indeed he halloed all the time pretty much, ex- 
eept when they were scuffling. I saw Stanberry, after 
having received several blows, put out both hands in this 
way, he then lying on his back. I did not discover what 
was in his hands, or if any thing was; but I heard a sound 
like the snapping of a gun lock, and I saw particles of 
fire. Houston appeared to take hold of Stanberry’s hands 
and took something from them, which I could not see. 
After that Houston stood up more erect, still beating 
Stanberry with a stick over the heed, arms, and sides, 
Stanberry still kept his hands spread out. After Hous- 
ton’s giving him several other blows, he lay on his back 
and put up his feet, Houston then struck him elsewhere. 
Mr. Stanberry, after having received several blows, ceas- 
ed to halloo, and lay, as I thought, perfectly still, All 
this time I had not spoken to either of the parties or in- 
terfered in any manner whatever. I now thought Stan- 
berry was badly hurt or perhaps killed, from the manner 
in which he lay. I stepped up to Houston to tell him to 
desist, but without being spoken to, he quit of his own 
accord. Mr. Stanberry then got up on his feet, and I 
then saw the pistol inthe right hand of governor Houston 
for the first time; some altercation passed between them; 
Houston observed that he had taken the pistol from Stan- 
berry. Mr. Stanberry, about that time, asked Houston 
‘**why he attempted to assassinate him in the night?” 
Houston replied, ‘he had net atterapted to assassinate 
him, but had chastised him for having traduced his re- 
putation.” By this time, a crowd had gathered round; 
and some person, I do not know who, spoke to Houston— 
Houston replied ‘that he attended to his business, and 
that he had chastised the damned scoundrel; if he had 
offended the law, he would answer for what he had done.” 
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He repeated ‘that he had disarmed him, and borne o¢ 
his pistol.” Houston then walked off and left me; the, 
after standing for a few moments I walked off and jog 
Stanberry standing with the crowd. I saw no more of it 

Question by the accused—Is the stick now shewn to you 
the one used by the accused on that oceasion? 
Answer—t think it is. 

Question by the accused—Had you any, and what pyre. 
vious acquaintance with the accused’ 

-Inswer—I had no acquaintance with the aceused untij 
my arrival in this city during this session of congress j), 
the latter part of the winter. It was that [time] I Ge say 
gov. Houston; I think he was introduced to me by Judge 
Grundy, or by some one in jadge Grundy’s room, Sing 
that time I have seen him but rarely, and have no inti. 
macy or acquaintance with him. I met and passed gov, 
Houston, as a gentleman who had been introduced to jy, 
as such by my friends. 

Question by the accused—Did any thing pass, while yo, 
were with the accused, indicating any itention on hij 
part to way-lay, or to attack Mr. Stanberry? or did the 
meeting appear to you to be sudden and unexpected? 

Answer—Nothing of that nature passed between ys, 
either then or at any other time. I had no idea that Hous. 
ton had any intention at that time to attack Mr. Stanber. 
ry, or any body else, and as being together was entirely 
accidental, and I believe the meeting of Mr. Stanber 
and himself was entirely accidental, there was no lying 
wait in the maiter at all. If we had not made a halt. 
we did, gov. Houston would have been 20 or 30 steps iy 
advanee of the crossing of Stanberry, and would hay 
missed him altogether. , 

Question by the eommittee—W as the stick or bludgeon 
now presented to you split and fractured at the time d 
the assault? 

Answer—t! had not previously examined the stick, but 
the first blow or two did not indicate by the sound that i 
was fractured; after it was so, it became very evidei 
that it was so, by the sound of the blow. 

Question by Mr. Burd—ow many blows during the 
rencontre, aceording to your estimation, did the accuse 
inflict on Mr. Stanberry with the stick he then and there 
held in his hand? 

Answer—t really did not count them, nor am I able to - 
say with accuracy, but he gave him a great many. 

Question by Mi. Slade—Of what timber is the cane 
with which the blows were inflicted on Mr. Stanberry. 

Answer—t believe it is young hickory. y 

Question by Mr. .Arnold—How long did you remain 
in Mr. Grundy’s room after Houston came in. 

Answer—1 suppose, perhaps, about twenty or thir 
minutes, 
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Question by Mr. Slade—Is, or is not, the cane vill 
which the blows were inflicted apparently loaded at te 
lower end? 

Inswer—I should presume not more than with ano» 
dinary fervule on the outside. 

Henry Huw, a witness on the part of the accused, wi 
sworn, and testified as follow, viz: 

Question by the accused—Are you acquainted with tht 
hand-writing of William Prentiss? If yea, is the affidav! 
of Luther Blake, now shewn to you, in the said Prents 
hand-writing ? 











Answer—\ am acquainted with the hand-writing. ! 
should say it was—I mean of course the body of the 
fidavit. 

Question by the accused—Are you acquainted with Le 
ther Blake? if so, what are his habits of temperance? Hi 
he not been in the habit of getting drunk nearly evel! 
evening, or night. What was his situation when hele! 
the city, and was not his going away sudden and wici 
pected? 

‘i'o this interrogatory Mr. Wickliffe objected, and tht 
question was put, Shall the said interrogatory be pr 
pounded to the witness? a 

And passed in the affirmative—Yeas 88, nays 68. 4 

The yeas and nays being desired they were had accor i 
ingly. 








And so the house decided that the interrogatory be p\ : 
and the witness answered as follows: 


Inswer—lI know him very well; he is sometimes !Te 








gular; he was somewhat excited when he left here, I did 
not know he was going until half an hour before he start 
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tion by the commitiee—W hat is the genaral cha- 
racter of Luther Blake for truth? 
Answer—lI should certainly believe any thing he should 
say. , 
The hon. John Tipton, a senator of the United States 
from the state of Indiana, was sworn, and testified as fol- 
lows: 


NILES’ REGISTER—APRIL 28, 1832—CASE OF SAMUEL HOUSTON. 





Question by the accused—WDo you recollect a conversa- 
tion taking place in your room some days since, in the 
hearing of Mr. McCarty, a merchant from Indiana, rela- 
tive to an alleged difficulty, pending between the accused 
and Mr. Stanberry, of Ohio? Will you state what was 
said? 

Answer—I do recollect of a conversation in my pre- 
sence, When Mr. McCarty, of Indiana, was present. A 


ntleman came into my room and asked me if 1 had | 


eard the news? I carelessly replied that I did not know, 
or something of that kind, and asked him what it was, 
he observed that strect talk, or rumor said that there was 








a difficulty between governor H. and Mr. S. and that it 


was rumored, that the governor had written to, or chal- | *"° 


had declined the | 


lenged the member. ‘That Mr. 5. 
meeting, and that probably the governor would cane or 
whip Mr. S. for something which had taken place. Tre- 

lied that I had heard nothing of it,and knew nothing about 
itof my own knowledge; but it seemed to strike the at- 
tention of Mr. McCarty, and he went on to converse with 
the gentleman, saying probably something does exist be- 
tween them, for he was in Mr. S’s room and saw two pis- 
tols on the table. I know nothing more upon the sub- 


; 
lect; it was given to me as street talk, a kind of talk 1) 


never inquire after, or repeat, and which I forget as soon 
as Lean when I hear it. 
Question by the committee—W ho wasthe gentleman to 
whom you alluded as coming into your room? 
Answer—Mr. Mardis, of Alabama. 


: ; ‘ 
Question by the committee—W hat day was it, and what | 


time in the day? 

Answer—I| do not know what day it was, it was in the 
evening at 7 o’clock. 

Wm. D. Shaw,a witness on the part of the 
was sworn and testified as follows: 

Question by the accused—Do you know Luther Blake, 
and had he not to your knowledge business of importance 
to settle here when he Jeft the city, and did he not leave 
the city unexpectedly ? 

Answer—I have been acquainted with the gentleman 
for some time past. I knew of his having business to set- 
tle here, and I believe of importance; and I did not know 
of his intention to leave here more than an hour before he 
did leave. 


accused, 


Question by the accused—Did he not leave his said | 


business here unsettled when he went aw ay? 

Answer—I think, in relation to some business of the 
western Creek agency, he leit it unsettled. 

Question by the accused—Did or did you not under- 
stand from the said Blake, that he had been dismissed 
from public employment on account of charges agatust 
him? 

Tothis interrogatory, Mr. Patton, one of the members 
of the committee, objected; and the objection was sustain- 
ed by the house. 

Question by the committee—Do you know where Blake 
is gone, what called him away, and when he expects to 
return? 

Answer—He informed me sometime before he left, 
perhaps as much as an hour, that he was going to fort 
Mitchell, in Alabama, and thence to Florida. 1 did not 
ask when he would return. He expected to go from 
thence to the western Creek agency some time this sum- 
mer. He did not inform me what his business was, or 
what called him away. 

Question by the committee—Do you know whether the 
business of the Creek agency, in which the said Blake 
was concerned, was in such a state that it could have been 
settled immediately had he remained in this city? 

Answer—t think not. 

_ Question by the committee—Was there any such par- 
ticular intimacy between you and Luther Blake as would 
have necessarily given you a knowledge of his intended 
Journey long before he started? 

Answer—There was none. 


} at noon: he then said he was going in an hour, 
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And thereupon Samuel Houston was remanded into the 
custody of the sergeant-at-arms, and withdrew from the 
bar. 

And the house adjourned until 11 o’elock, A. M. 

Tuesday, April 24. Samuel Houston, accompanied by 
his counsel, was placed at the bar of the house, and 

Thomas Murray, junior, a witness on the part of the 
accused, was sworn and testified as follows: 

Question by the accused—Are you acquainted with Lu- 
ther Blake? if so, what are his habits of temperance? 
lias he not been in the habit of getting drunk nearly every 
evening or night?) What was his situation when he left the 
city, and was not his going away sudden and unexpected? 

/nswer—t have been acquainted with him nearly two 
years. During his stay here, of an evening I have seen 
lim under the influence of liquor frequently. His ha- 
bits, | believe, while he was here, were very irregular. 
{ saw him when he was getting into the carriage to leave 
the city: he was then evidently under the influence of 
liquor, very much so. His going was very unexpected to 

I saw him in the morning, and asked him when he 
was going? He said he did not know. I saw him again 
He went 
at 3 o’elock; I saw him get into the carriage, and he left 
the city. 

Question by the accused—Do you know the eause of 
said Blake’s sudden departure from the city? 

lniswer—i do not. 

Question by the accused—Had you not previously un- 
derstood from him, that he was engaged in business hese, 
that would detain him some time at Washington? 

~Inswer—t1 did. he 

Cuestion by the accused—W hat is the several charac- 
ters of said Blake, for truth? 

JInswer—As far as 1 have understood, I had never 





heard his word doubted on any important subject. 
Question by the committee—On what day did said Blake 
leave this city? 
Inswer—i think on last Tuesday. 





Question by the committee—Was there such particular 


| Intimacy between you and Lather Blake, as that you 


would necessarily be acquainted with his movements long 
before this occurred? 

Alnswer---1 think there was. 

Question by the coimmittee—W hat was that connexion? 











nswer—W e were in habits of daily intereourse, hav- 
ing to attend to the department on the same business; that 
| vas, the settlement of his account, and the settlement of 
| the account of the agent Twas here attending to. 

| Question by the accused—Do you or do you not be- 
| lieve that said Blake’s sudden departure from the city, 
| was owing to his having given his affidavit about the ac- 
| cused? 

| Tothis question, Mr. Huntington, a member of the 
| committee, objected. 

| And the question was put, ‘Shall the said interroga- 
| tory be propounded to the w itness??? 

| And was decided in the negative—Yeas 31, nays 120, 
| Question by wr. Craig—Do you Know any facts or 
circumstances calculated to induce the belief that Luther 
| Blake left this city in consequence of having given his 
| affidavit to be read in the case before the house? 
| what are they ? 

Anuswer—t know of none. 

Quesiion by Mr. Wardwell—Did you hear him say 
thing about his affidavits in relation to the accused, 
what? 

Answer—l did not. 

Question by Mr. Slade—W hat was the business, which 
you understood from the said Blake, would necessarily 
| datain him in the city? 

I inswer—The settlement of his publie account as sub- 
agent of the Creeks. 

Question by Mr. Bullard—ts Mr. Blake still acting as 
sub-agent ? 

s Jnewwer—l believe not. 

Question by Mr. Bates, of Mass.—When was he dis- 
charged ? 

Jnswer—l do not recollect. 

Question by Mr. Bullard—When was he appointed; or 
has he been discharged at all? 

Answer—tI do not recollect when he was appointed; but 
he certaily has been discharged. 
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Charles E. Hawkins, a witness on the part of the ac- 
cused, was sworn and testified as follows: 

Question by the accused—Are you acquainted with Lu- 
ther Blake; if so, what are his habits of temperance’ Has 
he not been in the habit of getting drunk nearly every 
evening or night? What was his situation when he eit the 
city, and was not his going away sudden and unexpected? 

Answer—I am personally acquainted with bE. Blake. 
I should judge him, from having been a room-mate for 
three months whilst he was in the city, to be a man of 
intemperate habits. With respect to getting drunk every 
evening, there was an interval of two or three weeks, 
when he was engaged in business, during which he kept 
sober. During the latter part of the time he was in this 
city he was exceedingly intemperate, especially for a few 
days before he went away. His departure was sudden. 

Question by the accused—Do you or do you not know 
that a difference existed between the accused and Luther 
Blake—if so; say what do you know about it? 

Answer—The only knowledge I have of the differ- 
ence we is from Luther Blake himself, from whose 
expressions I should conelude that he had been, previous 
to gov. H’s. arrival in the city, an inveterate enemy. 

Question by Mr. Alexander—Do you or do you not 
know the cause of Mr. Blake’s departure? 

Answer—l do not 

Question by the committee—W hat is the general char- 
racter of said Blake for truth? 

Answer—I never had any business transactions with 
Mr. Blake, and 1 am, therefore, totally unable to say. If 
I should judge from circumstances which have passed, 
I hSve sometimes found him wanting in truth: as to his 
general reputation, | dont know what it is. [never knew 
him till his arrival about the middle of January. 

Question by the committee—W hat were the expressions 
of Blake, concerning Houston, from which you inferred 
his inveterate hostility? 

Answer—The expressions were these: ‘*He believed 
gen. H. to be a scoundrel; and that he, (Houston), had 
prevented his making alarge fortune by some speculation 
among the Indians, and that he had carried weapons there 
for the purpose of killing gen. H. if he met with any dif- 
fieulty with him, (Houston. )” 

Question by Mr. C. C. Clay—From what you have 
witnessed of said Blake’s morals and habits, would you 
believe him on oath? 

To this question Mr. Bates, of Mass. objected. 

And the question was put, “Shall the interrogatory be 
propounded to the witness?” 

And passed in the affirmative—Yeas 80, nays 76. 

Answer thereto—I have not sufficient acquaintance with 
the general character of Mr. Blake through his life to au- 
thorise me to form an opinion. 

Question by Mr. Leavitt—Did you here Mr. Blake 
say any thing in relation to the affidavit, which he has 
made against Houston? And if so, what did he say? 

Answer—t heard him say nothing about it. 

Question by the accused—Do you or do you not know 
of his seeking and obtaining a reconciliation with the ac- 
cused? If so, state the facts within your knowledge. 

Answer—lI believe he did; we were at dinner at Mr. 
Brown’s, Mr. Blake was there. Goy. H. was there, at that 
time. ‘They did not speak to one another. Gov. HL. in- 
vited us all to his room, and in passing to his room, I saw 
Mr. Blake take a gentleman, I think it was Dr. Davis, of 
S. C. by the arm, and say something to him. Afterwards, 
I heard Dr. Davis ask Houston, ‘‘if he would receive Mr. 
Blake’” Gen. H. replied ‘‘certainly.””» When Blake 
came in, gen. H. got up and offered him his hand in a 
friendly and conciliatory manner. ‘This is all 1 know of 
the matter. 

Question by the committee—W hen did their conciliation 
take place? | 

Answer—It took place previous to the departure of 
= H. to New York. Ido not know the time precisely. 

presume the governor can furnish it; it was some six or 
seven weeks ago, | think. 

Question by Mr. Ihrie—When was it that you heard 
Blake call Houston ‘‘a scoundrel,” before or since the re- 
conciliation? 

Answer—It was before the reconciliation; before gov. 
H. arrived here from the west. | 











Davis, a witness on the part of the accused 
was sworn and testified as follows: ‘ 

Question by the accused—W ere youasked by L. Blake 
to procure a reconciliation between him and the accused, 
and what passed in consequence of that request. 

Answer---Mr. Blake called on me, and observed that 
he discovered gov. Houston and myself were on friend] 
terms; that he had had a difference with the governor jj 
Arkansas, but wished now to be on frindly terms with 
him, and he would be glad that I should intefere and 
make up the difference. I went to him, (Houston), and 
told him what Blake had said. Gov. Houston shewed 
some reluctance to comply, and told me he would think 
of it. Mr. B. subsequently told me he wished I would 
repeat to gov. H. his wish to become reconciled to him, 
Mr. Shaw I think was by. As I felt some reluctance 
to go a second time, Mr. Shaw went with me, after 
which Mr. Blake entered, and was met by gov. H. and 
they shook hands together. 

Question by the accused—Did the accused give his rea- 
sons on your first applying to him for declining the re- 
conciliation? 

Answer---~Yes, he did give his reasons; he stated to 
me that Blake had branded his character in some pub- 
lication perhaps, or in some dispute with him; he assign- 
ed that as a reason why he would not receive him; but 
would take time to think of it. If he went intoa detailed 
statement of the circumstances of their differences Ido not 
recollect it Lrecollect the general expression. He said 
‘that Blake had branded his reputation,” or ‘that they 
had had a quarrel in some way.” 

Question by the accused---Did you in the aceused’s ab- 
sence at New York, sce the publications in the Tele- 
graph charging him with fraud in relation to the contract 
for supplying the Indian rations? Did you write an ar- 
ticle to exculpate the accused from those charges and send 
it for publication to the Globe? Did you shew the ar- 
ticle or read it to Luther Blake? Have you endeavored 
to obtain the article from the Globe, and seen the editor 
search for it—and was he or was he not unable to find it? 
If so, what were the contents of said article, and what 
did Blake say as to its correctness? 

Answer---A few days before governor Houston left the 
city of New York, probably the very day before he left 
here, he observed to me “that he had undersioood before 
he came to the city, probably in Philadelphia or Balti- 
more that Duff Green was about to make an attack upon 
him about Indian rations.”? ‘That was the first I had 
heard of it. On finding that I knew nothing about it, he 
read to me a publication which he had made, I think in an 
Arkansas paper, on the subject. After he left here a few 
days, a piece appeared in the Telegraph on the same sub- 
ject, and as he was not here to answer it, I did write a piece 
and sent itto the Globe, refuting in general terms what had 
appeared in the Telegraph, and begging the publie to sus- 
pend a decision on the matter until he should return. | 
mentioned these facts this morning to the counsel of gov. 
Houston, who told me *‘that it was all important to recover 
the manuseript of this article.” 

I went to the office of Globe, and afterwards to the 
house of Mr. Blair, who searched for the manuseript in 
vain; he told me he would bring it to the house in 15 
or 20 minutes, or half an hour; if he could find it. Af- 
ter I had written this piece for the Globe, I sent for Mr. 
Blake, (known generally as judge Blake), to my room, 
and invited him up. I read to himthis piece, in which 
he concurred most fully. L observed to him, that these 
remarks embraced the grounds, as 1 supposed, on which 
he and Houston had quarrelled. He said he believed it 
embraced the greater part of them. 1 said to him, have 
I stated any thing here which is not correct? He said 
no, or gave assent by words or gesture, that I had not. 
1 can’t reply to the latter part of the interrogatory fully, 
for I did not keep a copy of it, but it contained a general 
denial of the charges preferred by the article in the Te- 
legraph. 

Question by the accused—How long have you known 
the accused; has he always, during your knowledge of 
him, suffered from a severe wound, still unhealed, in the 
right arm; and is the wound such as to disable the arm? 

Answer—J became acquainted with gen. Houston in 
1827. On intimating my intention to visit Tennessee to 
Mr. McDuffie, of this house, he gave me a letter to gov. 





lo: 
ve 
in 


th 
in 
be 


th 


st 


le 
nc 
or 
































































o 
t 
(dl 
d 


5. wt = te 


omer FF it a SO 


_— —S —_ 


NILES’ REGISTER—APRIL 28, 1882—-CASE OF SAMUEL HOUSTON. 175 











aa 
Houston, who was then governor of the state. We 
met at Lee’s Spring, a watering plaee in ‘Tennessee, 
where we remained together some time; while there I 
examined his wound; I had understood the’jobject of 
his visit to the springs was to renovate his health, 
which had become impaired by this wound. The wound 
is in the right arm, about two inches from the shoulder 
joint, it was caused by two balls which entered the upper 
rt of the arm; and, from having lacerated the integu- 
ments very much, the wound was running much, and is 
still running—I examined it this morning. He is disabled 
in the use of it; he could not exert it soas to strike a blow, 
or any thing like that. _ A” Gee 

Question by the committee—Which article in the Te- 
legraph have you reference to, and on what day was it 
pu lished ? : 

Answer—I alluded to the charge against gov. Houston 
of fraud in the rations of the Indians—I do not recollect 
the date, I cannot designate it particularly; but the article 





' contained charges of fraud against gov. Houston. It may 


be well enough for me to state it was the first article 

which appeared on that subject in the Telegragh. 
Question by the committee—In the piece you wrote, 

and shewed to judge Blake, did you state any thing rela- 


| tive to the proposals made by Mr. Houston to the war 


department in the name of other persons to supply the 
Indians with rations? 

Answer—lI think not. 

Question by the committee—Did you state in that piece 
any thing relative to the proposals made by judge Blake, 


or by Mr. Prentiss, or by David Butler, jr? 


Answer—lI did not. mentioned none of their names, 
nor did I mention any thing about it. 

Question by the committee---Did you state in the piece 
alluded to, any thing relative to an interview between 
judge Blake and Mr. Houston, on the 21st of March, 
1830, or any interview between them from that day to 
2ith of the same month? 

Answer---1 did not. 


Question by the commuttee---Did Mr. Houston leave the 
Arkansas paper containing the publication alluded to by 
you, in your possession,or had you aceess to it when you 
wrote the piece for the Globe? 

Answer---He did not leave it with me, neither had | 
access to it. 

Question by Mr. Burd---Do you know whether gov. 


' Houston is right or left-handed?> 


JAnswer---1 do not know. 


Question by Mr. Burd---As a professional man, do 
you, ordo you not know if one limb of a man be disabled, 
so as to throw more exertion on the sound one, whether 
such sound limb receives increased strength or not? 

Answer---I believe it isa settled principle in the phi- 
losophy of our profession, that it does—yet it depends 
very much on the constitution and personal habits of the 
individual, or the employment in which he is engaged. 
As a general answer, I should say that it would, perhaps. 

Question by the accused---Do you, asa professional man, 
think thata man’s having for many years a running wound 
in one of his arms, increases the general strength of his 
body and other limbs? 

nswer---1 should think that it would not. We know 
that it would tend to debilitate the system, and not to 
strengthen it. 

Question by the accused---Did, or did you not, in the 
article written by you, refer to the publication in the Te- 
legraph, and in general terms deny itscorectness, and did 
not the said Blake read the publication in the Telegraph, 
or speak of it as if he had read it? 

Answer---1 did reply to the article in the Telegraph in 
general terms, denying the charges preferred there against 
general H. Whether Mr. Blake had read the article or 
not, I cannot tell; but I repeated to him the general con- 


> tents of the article in the Telegraph, which was then lying 
) on the table. 
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Question by the committee---Can you state any one sen- 
tence, or the substance of any one sentence written by 


» you for the Globe? 


/Inswer—Yes, I think I could state, and perhaps acen- 
rately, I said the charge of the fraud as alleged in the 
elegraph against gov. Houston was unfounded. I ad- 
verted to the publication of gov. Houston which he had 











shown me in the Arkansas paper, prior to his leaving 
here for New York. 

Question by Mi. Cooke, of Ohio—Where do you re- 
side? 

Answer—In South Carolina. 

Question by the same—How long since you arrived in 
this city? 

Answer—t think it was the 20th or 22d of January—I 
do not recollect the day of the month; it was about the 
middle of January, perhaps. 

Question by the same—Uave you been an intimate as- 
sociate of Mr. H.? 

-Inswer—Yes; and I felt honored by his acquaintance. 

Question by the same—Do you not know, or have you 
not heard, Mr. H. declare “that he was armed for the 
purpose of attacking Mr. S.”? and what kind of arms did 
Mr. H. carry for that purpose? 

Answer—Yes; I know he was armed with pistols and 
a dirk-knife; and I also know that on the evening he at- 
tacked Mr. S. he was not armed. 

Question by the committee—Do you intend to be un- 
derstood that you know he was so armed for the purpose 
of attacking Mr. S.? 

Answer—TVhat inference must be made by gentlemen 
for themselves. Gen. H. always goesarmed. Before he 
went to New York he had the same arms—belted around 
him; and I know that since he had the dispute with Mr. 
5. he has worn the same arms. 

Question by the accused—What did Mr. Houston say 
to you about attacking Mr. Stanberry? 

inswer—After gov. H. received the reply of Mr. S. 
probably on the same, day, he came to my room at Brown’s 
hotel, (our rooms are not far apart), he read to me the 
reply of Mr. S. and appeared to be rather doubting how 
he should proceed in the business. He said, “‘If I chal- 
lenge him ‘he wont fight; my only alternative is to whip 
him; and I will do it whenever I can catch him.” 


Question by Mr. H. Everett—Do you know, or have 
you heard said Houston say, when and where he obtained 
the eane with which he attacked Mr. S. and whether he 
obtained it for that purpose? 

Answer—t\ heard him remark ‘that it belonged to a 
Mr. Shaw, of Georgetown.” He said ‘the had brought 
the stick from the Hermitage, the residence of gen. Jack- 
son, and given it to Mr. Shaw.” How he got it back I 
did not hear him say. IT am pretty certain | heard him 
say ‘the got it back for the purpose of chastising Mr. 8.” 

W. E. Asquith, a witness on the part of the accused, 
was sworn, and testified as follows: 

Question by the accused—Were you present at Dr. 
Davis’s room, when he read the article he had prepared, 
denying the fraud charged in the Telegraph against the 
accused, to Luther Blake—and when they conversed on 
that subject’—if yea, state what passed. 

Answer—I do not think I was. 

Question—Did you ever hear said Blake say any thing 
on that subject? 

Answer—tI do not recollect that [ ever heard him men- 
tion it. 

Question by the accused—Did you ever hear said Blake 
express his feelings towards the accused—if yea, what 
did he say? 

Answer—l have heard him state ‘that they had been 
enemies, desperate enemies, when in the Indian country; 
that his animosity grew out of a quarrel which was not 
his own, but on account of his friends, with gen. H.; and 
that at one time, his feelings were so hostile, that under- 
standing gen. H. was about to cross a ferry, owned or 
rented by him, that he sent word to gen. H. that if he 
did so cross, he must be prepared to meet him, as he 
should be armed on the opposite bank, and oppose his 
landing.” 1 have also heard him say, here, since he 
mentioned that fact, ‘“‘that as the quarrel originated be- 
tween a friend of his and gen. H., and he understood his 
friend was satisfied, he was willing to come to a friendly 
understanding with gen. H., and that he had ceased to 
entertain those feelings of hostility against the general. 

Richard S. Coxe, a witness on behalf of the house, 
was sworn, and testified as follows: 

Question by the committee—Have you any acquaintance 
with L. Blake, and how long has it existed, and of what 
character? 
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Answer—I have occasionally seen Mr. Blake during 
the last 3 or 4 months. I never saw him before this last 
winter. Having had business to transact with some gen- 
tlemen at the hotel where he lodged, I have occasionally 
met with him. I have met him, [ suppose twenty times 
during the winter. 

Question by the committee—Have you seen Mr. Blake 
at different times in the day? 

Answer—I have seen him occasionally in the morning, 
at noon, and in the evening. 

Question by the committee—W hat were his habits as to 
temperance? 

nswer—My knowledge of Mr. Blake is too slight to 
enable me to state what his habits were. I have never 
seen him otherwise, than when, in my opinion, he was a 
sober man. I have never seen him intoxicated to my 
knowledge. 

Question by the committee—Do you know when he first 
meditated leaving the city, and if so, how long before he 
left it, and at what time did he expect to leave it? 

Answer—I do not know what Mr. Blake’s particular 
business was in the city of Washington, but on Monday 
fortnight he stated to me, ‘‘that he contemplated leaving 
the city on the following Sunday. I left town myself 
the next day after—on my return, I understood, that he 
had not yet left town, nor have I scen him sinee Monday, 
the 9th, - 

David A. Hall, a witness on behalf of the house, was 
sworn, and testified as follows: 

Question by the committee—Did you administer the 
oath to Luther Blake on the affidavit now presented; and 
if so, state what you know relative to taking said affidavit? 

Answer—I administered the oath on this affidavit, and 
wrote my name to the certificate here appended. I ad- 
ministered the oath at Brown’s tavern on Monday, 16th 
April. The circumstances were these—I had been eall- 
ed to the tavern to take the deposition of the hon. judge 
Bibb, of the senate, to be used in a cause in Kentucky. 


While I was there, this paper was handed to me already 
prepared, as I supposed, for the signature of my name, 
after I should have administered the oath to the deponent. 
I hastily ran my eye over the deposition, it appeared to 
me to have been written in the proper form, and L ad- 
ministered the oath, then signed my name at the bottom 
of the affidavit, as having been taken before me. It ap- 
pears that I did not insert the date, but that was owing to 
an impression that it was already inserted. It did not 
strike my eye that the date was wanting: these are all the 
facts immediately connected with the taking of the depo- 
sition that Lam aware of. IT would state further that this 
deposition was handed to me by the person making oath, 
and calling himself Luther Blake: I did not know the 
person at the time. 

Question by the committee—Was Mr. Blake disguised 
with liquor at the time youadministered the oath? 

Answer—There was nothing in the appearance of Mr. 
Biake to lead me to suppose that this was the ease. 

Question by the committee—About what hour in the day 
was the affidavit taken? 

Answer—lt must have been about one o’clock accord- 
ing to the best of my recollection, or from 12 to 1. 

Question by the accused—Who was with said Blake 
when you administered the oath? 

Answer—1 think Mr. William Prentiss of this eity, 
either came into the room, or to the door of the room 
when the affidavit was presented, and no one else. 

Question to Mr. Stanberry by the committee—You stat- 
ed “that you received the affidavit of Luther Blake from 
Mr. Vance;” did he hand it to you in person, if not, 
what led you to suppose you received it from him? 

Answer—At the time the house was discussing the 
ty ae of the interrogatory, Mr. Vance took his seat 

y my side to the right. He called my attention to a pa- 
per lying before me. Somebody else might have put it 
there: it must have been there before; that paper was the 
affidavit of Blake. I supposed that Mr. Vanee had handed 
the paper to me, till | heard his testimony on Saturday. 

The further hearing of the ease was then postponed 
until to-morrow at 11 o’clock, and the house adjourned. 

Wednesday, April 25. Samuel Houston, accompanied 
by his counsel, was placed at the bar of the house, aad 

Jonachan Elliot, jun. a witness on behalf of the house 
was sworn and testified as follows: 
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Question by Mr. Stanberry—Were you present at the 
time Mr. Houston made an assault upon Mr. Stanberpy 
on Friday night, the 13th of this month? if yea, state gj) 
that took place. 

/Answer—As | was standing at my father’s gate on Fyj. 
day evening, which is nearly opposite Mr. 8’s lodgin 
my attention was attracted by Mr. S’s saying, ‘don 
strike me.” I observed Mr. H. striking at Mr. S.—y, 
S. stepped back two or three paces: he was either knock. 
ed down or thrown down, I do not recollect which; whi. 
down Mr. H. struck him several blows. In a short tim, 
some persons came to the spot, and Mr. H desisted. Mp, 
S. then asked him ‘‘what he struck him for???) Mr, 
replied in words to this effect: ‘‘because he had gid 
something concerning him.” Mr. S. then asked him “j 
he intended to assassinate him in the open street??? Mp 
H’s reply I did not hear. Either Mr. 5S. or one of the 
bye-standers, said ‘he was liable to prosecution.” Mp. 
H. said, or in words to this effect, ‘‘thiat he was liable ty 
the course of law, and willing to take it.” He then wer 
off, and immediately Mr. 8. returned to his lodgings, 

Question by the same—-Did Mr. S. after receiving s. 
veral blows turn to run off, or did he turn at all? 

Answer—N o. 

Question by the same—Did Mr. S. during the time he 
was down put up his feet? 

Inswer—No; he did not raise them up, but drew hin. 
self up. 

Question by the same—Did S. halloo during the contes 
Answer—ANl that 1 heard him halloo was ‘*don’t strike 
me’’—**what do you strike me for?” 

Question hy the same—Did you hear S. make use of the 
words **oh don’t??? 

/lnswer—No, I did not. 

Question by the same—Was not Mr. 8’s face towan 
Mor. H. during the whole contest? 

Answer—lt was, as well as Lean recollect. 

Question by the same—How near were you to H. and §, 
during the contest? 

~Inswer—t should suppose between 25 and 30 feet. 

Question by the same—Was there any thing to preveit 
your seeing all that took place? 

nswer—N o. 

fduestion by the accused—When the parties first met, 
were you near enough to them to see and hear what passed’ 

Inswer—1 was near enough to see, but there was » 
much confusion I did not hear what passed before the 
blows were given. 

Question by the accused—How often did Mr. 8. sa 
‘Pon’ strike me’”—**What do you strike me for?” 





lnswer—t did not well notice, but I only recollect his 


| saying it a few times. 


Question by the accused—Are you sure you heard al 
that passed between the parties? “If so, are you sure you 
remember all that passed, and what makes you sure thal 
you remember all? 

Inswer—tI am certain I did not hear all that passed 
What I did distinetly hear I well remember, because! 
paid particular attention to it. 

Question by the accused—How far is your father’s gat 
from where they met? 

Answer—About 25 or 30 feet. 

Question by the accused—How old are you? 

Answer—t shall be 17 in about two months. 

Question by Mr. T. R. Mitchell—Were you standitg 
at your father’s yard-gate during the conversation betwee! 
the hon. Mr. Buckner and the accused? 

/Answer—if L was, I did not hear it to my knowledge: 

Question by Mr. Worthington—Did you see genet 
Blair, or any person, pass you before the affray? 

Answer—I did not notice. ; 

Question by the sanc—Were you present when the a 
fray commenced, or did you come to the place afterwards’ 

Answer—W hen I first saw it Mr. H. was striking Mr 
5. I went to the place as Mr. S. got up. | 

Question by the same—Did you see the first blow giv@ 

Inswer—1 cannot say that I did. 

Question by Mr. Wardwell—At what time in the ever 
ing was it? 

/Ainswer—bBetween 7 and 8 o’elock. 

Question by Mr. Worthington—Did you hear any 
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versation between Mr. S. and the accused before you 
the accused striking Mr. S.? 
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